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Presidential  Documents 

Title  3— THE  PRESIDENT 

Reorganization  Plan  No.  1  of  1963 

Prepared  hy  the  President  and  transmitted  to  the  Senate  and  the 
House  of  Representatives  in  Congress  a^semhled^  May  27^  1963^ 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Reorganization  Act  of  191^9^  63 
St  at.  203^  as  amerided.^ 

FRANKLIN  D.  ROOSEVELT  LIBRARY 

Section  1.  All  functions  with  respect  to  the  Franklin  D.  Roosevelt 
^  Library  now  vested  in  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior  are  hereby  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  Administrator  of  General  Services^ 

V'  Sec.  2.  The  Administrator  of  General  Services  may  from  time  to 

time  make  such  provisions  as  he  deems  appropriate  authorizing  the 
performance  of  any  function  transferred  by  the  provisions  of  this 
reorganization  plan  by  any  other  officer,  or  by  any  employee  or  agency, 
of  the  General  Services  Administration. 

Sec.  3.  (a)  So  much  of  the  personnel,  property,  records,  and  un¬ 
expended  balances  of  appropriations,  allocations,  and  other  funds  em¬ 
ployed,  held,  used,  avail^le  or  to  be  made  available  in  connection  with 
the  functions  transferred  by  the  provisions  of  this  reorganization  plan 
as  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  oi  the  Budget  shall  determine  shall  be 
transferred  to  the  General  Services  Administration  at  such  time  or 
times  as  the  said  Director  shall  direct. 

(b)  Such  further  measures  and  dispositions  as  the  Director  of  the' 
Bureau  of  the  Budget  shall  deem  to  be  necessary  in  order  to  effectuate 
the  transfers  provided  for  in  subsection  (a)  of  this  section  shall  be 
carried  out  in  such  manner  as  he  shall  direct  and  by  such  agencies  as 
he  shall  designate. 

Sec.  4.  Section  401  of  Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  of  1946  (60  Stat. 
1099)  is  hereby  superseded. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-7895 ;  Filed,  July  26, 1963 ;  8 :45  a.m.] 


*  Effective  July  27, 1963,  under  the  provisions  of  section  6  of  the  act ;  published 
pursuant  to  section  11  of  the  act  (63  Stat.  203  ;  5  U.S.C.  133z). 
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Rules  and  Regulations 


Title  7— AGRICULTURE 

Chapter  IX — Agricultural  Marketing 
Service  (Marketing  Agreements  and 
Orders;  Fruits,  Vegetables,  Tree 
Nuts),  Department  of  Agriculture 

[Valencia  Orange  Reg.  67] 

PART  908— VALENCIA  ORANGES 
GROWN  IN  ARIZONA  AND  DES¬ 
IGNATED  PART  OF  CALIFORNIA 

Limitation  of  Handling 

§  908.357  Valencia  Orange  Regulation 
57. 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  ahd 
Order  No.  908.  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
908;  27  F.R.  10089),  regulating  the 
handling  of  Valencia  oranges  grown  in 
Arizona  and  designated  part  of  Cali¬ 
fornia,  effective  under  the  applicable 
provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  601-674),  and  upon  the  basis  of 
the  recommendations  and  information 
submitted  by  the  Valencia  Orange  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Committee,  established  un¬ 
der  the  said  amended  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  order,  and  upon  other  avail¬ 
able  information,  it  is  hereby  found  that 
the  limitation  of  handling  of  such  Va¬ 
lencia  oranges  as  hereinafter  provided 
will  tend  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy 
of  the  act. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rule-making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
section  until  30  days  after  publication 
hereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C. 
1001-1011)  because  the  time  interven¬ 
ing  between  the  date  when  information 
upon  which  this  section  is  based  be¬ 
came  available  and  the  time  when  this 
section  must  become  effective  in  order 
to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the 
act  is  insufBcient,  and  a  reasonable  time 
is  permitted,  under  the  circumstances, 
for  preparation  for  such  effective  time; 
and  good  cause  exists  for  making  the 
provisions  hereof  effective  as  hereinafter 
set  forth.  The  committee  held  an  open 
meeting  during  the  current  week,  after 
giving  due  notice  thereof,  to  consider 
supply  and  market  conditions  for  Valen¬ 
cia  oranges  and  the  need  for  regulation; 
interested  persons  were  afforded  an  op¬ 
portunity  to  submit  information  and 
views  at  this  meeting;  the  recommenda¬ 
tion  and  supporting  information  for  reg¬ 
ulation  during  the  period  specified  herein 
were  promptly  submitted  to  the  Depart¬ 
ment  after  such  meeting  was  held;  the 
provisions  of  this  section,  including 
its  effective  time,  are  identical  with  the 
aforesaid  recommendation  of  the  com¬ 
mittee,  and  information  concerning  such 
provisions  and  effective  time  has  been 
disseminated  among  handlers  of  such 


Valencia  oranges;  it  is  necessary,  in 
order  to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of 
the  act,  to  make  this  section  effective 
during  the  period  herein  specified;  and 
compliance  with  this  section  will  not 
require  any  special  preparation  on  the 
part  of.  persons  subject  hereto  which 
cannot  be  completed  on  or  before  the 
effective  date  hereof.  Such  committee 
meeting  was  held  on  July  25,  1963. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  The  respective  quanti¬ 
ties  of  Valencia  oranges  grown  in  Ari¬ 
zona  and  designated  part  of  California 
which  may  be  handled  during  the  period 
beginning  at  12:01  a.m.,  P.s.t.,  July  28, 
1963,  and  ending  at  12:01  a.m.,  P.s.t, 
August  4,  1963,  are  hereby  fixed  as 
follows: 

(1)  District  1 :  Unlimited  movement; 

(ii)  District  2:  550,000  cartons; 

(iii)  District  3;  Unlimited  movement. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  “handled,” 
“handler,”  “District  1,”  “District  2,” 
“District  3,”  and  “carton”  have  the  same 
meaning  as  when  used  in  said  amended 
marketing  agreement  and  order. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  July  26, 1963. 

Floyd  F.  Hedlitnd, 
Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division,  Agricultural  Mar¬ 
keting  Service. 

[PJR.  Doc.  63-8020;  Piled.  July  26.  1963; 

11:49  ajn.j 


[Lemon  Reg.  73] 

PART  910— LEMONS  GROWN  IN 
CALIFORNIA  AND  ARIZONA 

Limitation  of  Handling 
§  910.373  Lemon  Regulation  73. 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  the 
marketing  agreement,  as  amended,  and 
Order  No.  910,  as  amended  (7  CJFR  Part 
910) ,  regulating  the  handling  of  lemons 
grown  in  California  and  Arizona,  effec¬ 
tive  under  the  applicable  provisions  of 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601- 
674),  and  upon  the  basis  of  the  recom¬ 
mendation  and  information  submitted 
by  the  Lemon  Administrative  Committee, 
established  under  the  said  amended 
marketing  agreement  and  order,  and 
upon  other  available  information,  it  is 
hereby  found  that  the  limitation  of  han¬ 
dling  of  such  lemons,  as  hereinafter 
provided,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  act  by  tending  to 
establish  and  maintain  such  orderly 
marketing  conditions  for  such  lemons  as 
will  provide,  in  the  interests  of  producers 
and  consumers,  an  orderly  fiow  of  the 
supply  thereof  to  market  throughout  the 
normal  marketing  season  to  avoid  unrea¬ 
sonable  fiuctuations  in  supplies  and 
prices,  and  is  not  for  the  purpose  of 
maintaining  prices  to  farmers  above  the 


level  which  it  is  declared  to  be  the  policy 
of  Congress  to  establish  under  the  act. 

(2)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  contrary  to  the  pub¬ 
lic  mterest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rule-making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
section  until  30  days  after  publication 
hereof  in  the  Federal  Register  (5  U.S.C. 
1001-1011)  because  the  time  intervening 
between  the  date  when  information  upon 
which  this  section  is  based  became  avail¬ 
able  and  the  time  when  this  section  must 
become  effective  in  order  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  act  is  insuffi¬ 
cient.  and  a  reasonable  time  is  per¬ 
mitted,  under  the  circumstances,  for 
preparation  for  such  effective  time;  and 
good  cause  exists  for  making  the  pro- 
.visions  hereof  effective  as  hereinafter  set 
forth.  The  committee  held  an  open 
meeting  during  the  current  week,  after 
giving  due  notice  thereof,  to  consider 
supply  and  market  conditions  for  lemons 
and  the  need  for  regulation;  interested 
persons  were  afforded  an  opportunity  to 
submit  information  and  views  at  this 
meeting;  the  recommendation  and  sup¬ 
porting  information  for  regulation  dur¬ 
ing  the  period  specified  herein  were 
promptly  submitted  to  the  Department 
after  such  meeting  was  held,  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  section,  including  its  ef¬ 
fective  time,  are  identical  with  the  afore¬ 
said  recommendation  of  the  committee, 
and  information  concerning  such  pro¬ 
visions  and  effective  time  has  been  dis¬ 
seminated  among  handlers  of  such 
lemons;  it  is  necessary,  in  order  to  ef¬ 
fectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the  act, 
to  make  this  section  effective  during  the 
period  herein  specified;  and  compliance 
with  this  section  will  not  require  any 
special  preparation  on  the  part  of  per¬ 
sons  subject  hereto  which  cannot  be 
completed  on  or  before  the  effective  date 
hereof.  Such  committee  meeting  was 
held  on  July  23,  1963. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  The  respective  quan¬ 
tities  of  lemons  grown  in  California  and 
Arizona  which  may  be  handled  during 
the  period  beginning  at  12:01  a.m.,  P.s.t., 
July  28,  1963,  and  ending  at  12:01  a.m., 
P.s.t.,  August  4,  1963,  are  hereby  fixed  as 
follows: 

(1)  District  i;  Unlimited  movement; 

(ii)  District  2:  325,500  cartons; 

(iii)  District  3:  Unlimited  movement. 

(2)  As  used  in  this  section,  “handled,” 
“District  I,”  “District  2,”  “District  3,” 
and  “carton”  have  the  same  meaning  as 
when  used  in  the  said  amended  market¬ 
ing  agreement  and  order. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amendejJ;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  July  24,  1963. 

Floyd  F.  Hedlund, 
Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division.  Agricultural  Mar¬ 
keting  Service. 

[PR.  Doc.  63-7956;  Piled,  July  26,  1963; 

8:58  a.m.] 
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Chapter  X — Agricultural  Marketing 

Service  (Marketing  Agreements  and 

Orders;  Milk),  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture 

[Milk  Order  No.  134] 

PART  1134— MILK  IN  THE  WESTERN 

COLORADO  MARKETING  AREA 

Order  Amending  Order 
§1134.0  Finding  and  determinations. 

The  findings  and  determinations  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth  are  supplementary  and 
in  addition  to  the  findings  and  determi¬ 
nations  previously  made  in  connection 
with  the  issuance  of  the  aforesaid  order 
and  of  the  previously  issued  amendments 
thereto;  and  all  of  said  previous  findings 
and  determinations  are  hereby  ratified 
and  afllrmed,  except  insofar  as  such  find¬ 
ings  and  determinations  may  be  in  con¬ 
flict  with  the  findings  and  determina¬ 
tions  set  forth  herein.  All  of  the  find¬ 
ings,  terms  and  conditions  of  the  Order 
Amending  the  Order  Regulating  the 
Handling  of  Milk  in  the  Western  Colo¬ 
rado  Marketing  Area  which  were  an¬ 
nexed  to  and  made  a  part  of  the  decision 
of  the  Assistant  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
issued  June  14,  1963  (28  FH.  6294;  F.R. 
Doc.  63-6449)  shall  be  and  are  the  find¬ 
ings,  terms  and  conditions  of  this  order 
amending  the  order  and  are  set  forth  in 
full  herein. 

(a)  Findings  upon  the  basis  of  the 
hearing  record.  Pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Agricultural  Maiiceting 
Agreement  Act  of  1937.  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  601  et  seq.),  and  the  applicable 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  govern¬ 
ing  the  formulation  of  marketing  agree- 
ments  and  mai^eting  orders  (7  C7FR 
Part  900),  a  public  hearing  was  held 
upon  certain  proposed  amendments  to 
the  tentative  marketing  agreement  and 
to  the  order  regulating  the  handling  of 
mUk  in  the  Western  Colorado  marketing 
area.  Upon  the  basis  of  the  evidence 
introduced  at  such  hearing  and  the  rec¬ 
ord  thereof,  it  is  found  that: 

(1)  The  said  order  as  hereby  amend¬ 
ed,  and  all  of  the  terms  and  conditions 
thereof,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  Act; 

(2)  The  parity  prices  of  milk,  as  de¬ 
termined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the 
Act,  are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the 
price  of  feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds, 
and  other  economic  conditions  which 
affect  market  supply  and  demand  for 
milk  in  the  said  marketing  area,  and  the 
minimum  prices  specified  in  the  order  as 
hereby  amended  are  such  prices  as  will 
reflect  the  aforesaid  factors.  Insure  a 
sufficient  quantity  of  pure  and  whole¬ 
some  milk,  and  be  in  the  public  interest; 

(3)  The  said  order  as  hereby  amended, 
regulates  the  handling  of  milk  in  the 
same  ma<mer  as,  and  is  applicable  only 
to  persons  in  the  respective  classes  of 
industrial  or  commercial  activity  spec¬ 
ified  in,  a  marketing  agreement  upon 
which  a  hearing  has  been  held. 

(b)  Additional  findings.  It  is  neces¬ 
sary  in  the  public  interest  to  make  this 
order  amending  the  order  effective  not 


later  than  August  1.  1963.  Any  delay 
beyond  tjiiat  date  would  tend  to  disrupt 
the  orderly  marketing  of  milk  in  the 
marketing  area.  The  provisions  of  the 
said  order  are  known  to  handlers.  The 
recommended  decision  of  the  Assistant 
Secretary  was  issued  February  15,  1963, 
and  the  decision  of  the  Assistant  Secre¬ 
tary  containing  all  amendm^t  provisions 
of  this  order,  was  issued  June  14,  1963. 
The  changes  effected  by  this  order  will 
not  require  extensive  preparation  or  sub¬ 
stantial  alteration  in  method  of  opera¬ 
tion  for  handlers.  In  view  of  the  fore¬ 
going,  it  is  hereby  found  and  determined 
that  good  cause  exists  for  making  this 
order  amending  the  order  effective  Au¬ 
gust  1,  1963  and  that  it  would  be  con¬ 
trary  to  tiie  public  interest  to  delay  the 
effective  date  of  this  order  for  30  days 
after  its  publication  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister.  (Sec.  4(c),  Administrative  Pro¬ 
cedure  Act,  5  U.S.C.  1001-1011.) 

(c)  Determinations.  It  is  hereby  de¬ 
termined  that: 

(1)  The  refusal  or  failure  of  handlers 
(excluding  cooperative  associations  spec¬ 
ified  in  section  8c(9)  of  the  Act)  of  more 
than  50  percent  of  the  milk,  which  is 
marketed  within  the  marketing  area,  to 
sign  a  proposed  marketing  agreement, 
tends  to  prevent  the  effectuation  of  the 
declared  policy  of  the  Act ; 

(2)  The  issuance  of  this  order,  amend¬ 
ing  the  order,  is  the  only  practical  means 
pursuant  to  the  declared  policy  of  the 
Act  of  advancing  the  interests  of  pro¬ 
ducers  as  defined  in  the  order  as  herein 
amended ;  and 

(3)  The  issuance  of  the  order  amend¬ 
ing  the  order  is  approved  or  favored  by 
at  least  three-fourths  of  the  producers 
who  during  the  determined  representa¬ 
tive  period  were  engaged  in  the  produc¬ 
tion  of  milk  for  sale  in  the  marketing 
area. 

Order  relative  to  handling-.  It  is  there¬ 
fore  ordered.  That  on  and  after  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  hereof,  the  handling  of  milk 
in  the  Western  Colorado  marketing  area 
shall  be  in  conformity  to  and  in  com¬ 
pliance  with  the  terms  and  conditions  of 
the  aforesaid  order,  as  amended,  and  as 
hereby  further  amended,  as  follows: 

1.  Section  1134.51(a)  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  1134.51  Class  prices. 

•  •  •  *  * 

(a)  Class  I.  The  Class  I  price  for 
each  month  shall  be  the  price  for  Class  1 
milk  established  under  Federal  Order  No. 
137  regulating  the  handling  of  milk  in 
the  Eastern  Ck>lorado  marketing  area, 
f  .o.b.  Denver,  less  five  cents. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31.  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
001-674) 

Effective  date:  August  1, 1963. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July 
24, 1963. 

Charles  S.  Murpht, 
Acting  Secretary. 

[PJl.  Doc.  63-7958;  Piled,  July  26.  1963; 

8:59  a.m.] 


Chopter  XIV — Commodity  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration,  Department  of  Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER  B — LOANS,'  PURCHASES,  AND 
OTHER  OPERATIONS 

[C.C.C.  Grain  Price  Support  Regulations, 
1963-Crop  Flaxseed  Supplement,  Arndt.  1] 

PART  1421— GRAINS  AND  RELATED 
COMMODITIES 

Subpart— >1 963-Crop  Flaxseed  Loan 
and  Purchase  Agreement  Program 

The  regulations  issued  by  the  Com¬ 
modity  Credit  Corporation,  published  in 
28  P.R.  4697,  which  contain  specific  re¬ 
quirements  for  the  1963-crop  flaxseed 
price  support  program  are  hereby 
amended  as  follows: 

Section  1421.3009.  Support  rates,  is 
deleted  and  replaced  by  a  new  §  1421.3009 
which  reads  as  follows : 

§  1421.3009  '  Support  rates. 

The  support  rate  for  the  quality  of 
flaxseed  placed  under  a  loan  or  acquired 
under  a  loan  or  purchase  agreement 
shall  be  the  applicable  basic  support  rate 
adjusted  in  accordance  with  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  section,  and  in  the  case  of 
settlement  of  loans  and  purchase  agree¬ 
ments  as  further  provided  in  §  1421.25. 
Basic  support  rates  for  flaxseed  per 
bushel  are  for  Grade  No.  1  containing 
10.6  to  11.0  percent  moisture. 

(a)  Basic  support  rates  at  designated 
terminal  markets — (1)  Minneapolis  and 
St.  Paul,  Minnesota,  (i)  The  basic  sup¬ 
port  rates  for  flaxseed  stored  at  Min¬ 
neapolis  and  St.  Paul  apply  to  flaxseed 
shipped  on  a  domestic  interstate  freight 
rate  basis.  The  basic  support  rate  at 
the  Minneapolis  and  St.  Paid.  Minnesota 
terminal  markets  on  any  flaxseed  shipped 
at  other  than  the  domestic  interstate 
rate,  shall  be  reduced  by  the  difference 
between  the  freight  rate  paid  and  the 
domestic  interstate  freight  rate. 

(ii)  The  basic  support  rates  for  the 
Minneapolis  and  St.  Paul.  Minnesota, 
terminal  markets  apply  to  flaxseed 
which  has  been  shipped  by  rail  or  water 
from  a  country  shipping  point  to  one  of 
such  designated  terminal  markets,  as 
evidenced  by  paid  freight  bills  duly 
rostered  for  transit  privileges.  In  the 
event  the  amount  of  paid-in  freight  is 
insufficient  to  guarantee  the  minimum 
proportional  domestic  Interstate  freight 
rate,  if  any,  from  the  terminal  market 
to  a  recognized  maiicet  as  determined 
by  the  appropriate  ASCS  commodity 
office,  there  shall  be  deducted  from  the 
terminal  support  rate  the  difference  be¬ 
tween  the  amount  of  freight  actually 
paid  in  and  the  amount  required  to  be 
paid  in  to  guarantee  outbound  move¬ 
ment  at  the  minimum  proportional  do¬ 
mestic  interstate  freight  rate.  If  the 
flaxseed  is  stored  at  either  of  such  des¬ 
ignated  terminal  markets  and  neither 
registered  freight  bills  nor  r^dstered 
fright  certificates  are  presented,  the 
support  rate  shall  be  reduced  by  the 
actual  amount  of  paid-in  freight  re¬ 
quired  to  guarantee  the  proportional 
outbound  rate  from  the  terminal  niarket 
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to  a  recognized  market  determined  by 
the  appropriate  ASCS  commodity  oflSce. 

(iii)  In  determining  the  support  rate 
for  flaxseed  received  by  truck  and  stored 
at  either  of  these  terminal  markets  there 
shall  be  deducted  from  the  terminal 
support  rate  4.5  cents  per^bushel  plus 
the  actual  amount  of  paid-in  freight 
required  to  guarantee  the  proportional 
outboimd  rate  from  the  terminal  market 
to  a  recognized  market  determined  by 
the  appropriate  ASCS  commodity  office. 

(iv) 

Basic  support 
rate  per 


Terminal  market  bushel 

Minneapolis,  Minn _ $3. 13 

St.  Paul,  Minn _  3. 18 


(2)  Port  terminal  markets,  (i)  In  de¬ 
termining  the  support  rate  for  flaxseed 
which  is  shipped  by  rail  or  water  and 
stored  at  any  of  the  port  terminal  mar¬ 
kets  specified  in  this  subparagraph, 
there  shall  be  deducted  from  the  appli¬ 
cable  terminal  support  rate  the  trans¬ 
portation  cost,  if  any,  as  determined  by 
the  appropriate  ASCS  commodity  office, 
for  moving  the  flaxseed  to  a  tidewater 
fac  Jity  located  within  the  same  switch¬ 
ing  limits. 

(ii)  In  determining  the  support  rate 
for  flaxseed  which  is  received  by  truck 
and  stored  at  any  of  such  port  terminal 
markets,  there  shall  be  deducted  from  the 
applicable  terminal  support  rate,  4.5 
cents  per  bushel  plus  the  transportation 
cost,  if  any,  as  determined  by  the  ap¬ 
propriate  ASCS  commodity  office,  for 
moving  the  flaxseed  to  a  tidewater  fa¬ 
cility  located  within  the  same  switching 
limits. 

(iii) 

Basic  support 
rate  per 


Terminal  market  bushel 

Los  Angeles,  Calif - $3. 43 

San  Francisco,  Calif -  3. 37 

Duluth,  Minn . . . . . -  3.13 

Superior,  Wis -  3. 13 

Corpvis  Chrlsti,  Tex -  2. 92 

Houston.  Tex- .  2. 92 


(b)  Basic  support  rates  in  approved 
warehouse-storage  at  other  than  desig¬ 
nated  terminal  markets.  (1)  In  deter¬ 
mining  the  support  rate  for  flaxseed 
which  is  shipped  by  rail  or  water  and 
which  is  stored  in  approved  warehouses 
other  than  those  situated  in  the  desig¬ 
nated  terminal  markets,  there  shall  be 
deducted  from  the  support  rate  for  the 
appropriate  designated  terminal  market 
as  determined  by  CCC,  an  amount  equal 
to  the  transit  balance,  if  any,  of  the 
through-freight  rate  from  point  of  origin 
for  such  flaxseed  to  such  terminal  mar¬ 
ket:  Provided,  That  on  any  flaxseed 
shipped  at  other  than  the  domestic  inter¬ 
state  freight  rate,  the  support  rate  shall 
be  further  reduced  by  the  difference  be¬ 
tween  the  freight  rate  paid  and  the  dom¬ 
estic  interstate  freight  rate  from  the 
point  of  origin  of  such  flaxseed  to  the 
point  of  destination  or  appropriate  ter¬ 
minal  market:  And  provided  further. 
That  in  the  case  of  flaxseed  stored  at  any 
railroad  transit  point  taking  a  penalty 
by  reason  of  out-of-line  movement  to  the 
appropriate  designated  market  or  for 
any  other  reason,  there  shall  be  added 
to  such  transit  balance  an  amount  equal 
to  any  out-of-line  costs  or  other  costs 


incurred  in  storing  flaxseed  in  such 
position. 

Ic)  Basic  county  support  rates.  (1) 
the  basic  county  support  rates  for  farm- 
storage  loans  and  country  warehouse- 
storage  loans,  except  as  otherwise  pro¬ 
vided  in  paragraph  (b)  of  this  section, 
shall  be  the  basic  support  rate  established 
for  the  county  in  which  the  flaxseed  is 
stored. 

(2)  If  two  or  more  approved  ware¬ 
houses  are  located  in  the  same  or  ad¬ 
joining  towns,  villages,  or  cities  having 
the  same  domestic  freight  rate,  such 
towns,  villages,  or  cities  shall  be  deemed 
to  constitute  one  shipping  point  and  the 
same  basic  support  rate  shall  apply  even 
though  such  warehouses  are  not  all  lo¬ 
cated  in  the  same  county.  Such  support 
rate  shall  be  the  highest  support  rate 
of  the  counties  involved. 

Arizona 

Rate  per  Rate  per 

County  bushel  County  bushel 


Cochise 

$3.11 

3.03 

Pinal 

$3.20 

2.84 

Graham 

Yavapai _ 

Maricopa  . 
Pima  _ 

- 

3. 20  Yuma _ 

3. 18 

California 

8.22 

Alameda _ 

$3.22 

Napa _ 

$3.22 

Colusa _ 

3. 15 

Riverside _ 

3.23 

Fresno _ 

3.  19 

Sacramento _ 

3. 18 

Imperial _ 

3.25 

San  Benito _ 

3. 19 

Kern _ 

3.20 

San  Joaquin  - 

3.20 

Kings _ 

3.20 

San  Mateo _ 

8.22 

IjOs  Angeles 

-- 

3.27 

Santa  Clara _ 

3.21 

Madera _ 

3. 17 

Santa  Cruz _ 

3.19 

Merced 

3. 18 

Sutter 

3. 16 

Modoc  _ 

-- 

2. 88  Yolo  _ 

Georgia 

3. 18 

All  counties- 

-- 

Idaho 

$2.25 

All  counties. 

Iowa 

$2.28 

Rate  per 

Rate  per 

County 

bushel 

County  bushel 

Audubon  _ 

$2.79 

Kossuth  * _ 

$2.86 

Buena  Vista 

2.84 

Lyon _ _ 

2.83 

Butler  _ 

2.85 

Mitchell _ 

2.87 

Calhoun  — . 

2.84 

Monona 

2.82 

CarroU _ 

2.82 

O’Brien  _ 

2.84 

Cerro  Gordo 

2.87 

Osceola 

2.85 

Cherokee _ 

2.82 

Palo  Alto 

2.85 

Clay. _ 

2.85 

Plymouth _ 

2.82 

Crawford _ 

2.81 

Pocahontas  _ 

2.84 

Dickinson  - 

2.85 

Sac  _ 

2.83 

Emmet _ 

2.  87 

Shelby . 

2.80 

Floyd  _ 

2.86 

Sioux  _ 

2.83 

Franklin _ 

_ 

2.85 

Winnebago  _ 

2.87 

Greene _ 

_ 

2.82 

Woodbury _ 

2.82 

Guthrie _ 

2.82 

Worth  _ 

2.  87 

Hancock  _ 

2.86 

Wright _ 

2.85 

Harrison _ 

2.80 

AU  other 

Humboldt  _ 
Ida _ 

— 

2.85 

2.82 

counties _ 

2.  73 

All  counties. 

All  counties. 

Kansas 

Michigan 

--  $2.47 

$2.72 

Minnesota 

Rate  per 

Rate  per 

County 

bushel 

County 

bushel 

Aitkin 

--  $3.00 

$2  92 

Anoka  _ 

—  2.92 

Clay - - 

—  2.91 

Becker 

—  2. 92 

Clearwater 

—  2.93 

Beltrami _ 

—  2.94 

Cottonwood 

-  2.92 

Benton _ 

—  2.92 

Crow  Wing- 

—  2.98 

Big  Stone— 

—  2.92 

Dakota 

—  2.92 

Blue  Earth- 

—  2. 92 

Dodge  _ 

—  2.92 

Brown  _ 

—  2. 92 

Douglas _ 

—  2.92 

Carlton _ 

—  3.00 

Faribault  — 

—  2.92 

Carver  _ 

—  2.92 

Fillmore _ 

—  2.92 

Cass _ 

—  2.97 

Freeborn  __ 

—  2..92 

Chippewa  — 

..  2. 92 

Goodhue  .. 

..  2.92 

Minmxsota — Continued 


Rate  per 

Rate  per 

County  bushel 

County  bushel 

Grant 

$2. 92 

Pine . 

$2.99 

Hennepin _ 

2. 92 

Pipestone _ 

2.90 

Houston _ 

2.92 

Polk  . 

2.90 

Hubbard  _ 

2.94 

Pope _ 

2.92 

Isanti _ 

2. 92 

REimsey 

2.92 

Itasca  _ 

2.99 

Red  Lake _ 

2.  91 

Jackson _ 

2.92 

Redwood _ 

2.92 

Kanabec 

2.98 

Renville 

2.92 

Kandiyohi _ 

2.92 

Rice _ 

2.92 

Kittson _ 

2.86 

Rock _ 

2.89 

Koochiching  - 

2.92 

Roseau _ 

2.88 

Lac  qul  Parle- 

2.92 

St.  Louis _ 

2.92 

Lake  of  the 

Scott  _ 

2.92 

Woods _ 

2.  90 

Sherburne _ 

2.92 

LeSueur  _ 

2.92 

Sibley  — . 

2.92 

Lincoln  _ 

2. 90 

Stearns _ 

2.92 

Lyon _ 

2. 92 

Steele _ 

2.92 

McLeod  - _ 

2.92 

Stevens  _ 

2.92 

Mahnomen  -- 

2.91 

Swift  — . 

2.92 

Marshall _ 

2.88 

Todri 

2.  93 

Martin _ 

2.92 

Traverse _ 

2.92 

Meeker _ 

2.92 

Wabasha  _--- 

2.92 

Mllle  Lacs _ 

2.95 

Wadena _ 

2.95 

Morrison _ 

2.97 

Waseca _ 

2.92 

Mower _ 

2.92 

Washington _ 

2.92 

Murray  - _ 

2.91 

Watonwan _ 

2.92 

Nicollet  - _ 

2.92 

WUkln  . 

2.92 

Nobles  _ 

2.91 

Winona  _ 

2.92 

Norman _ 

2.89 

Wright _ 

2.92 

Olmsted _ 

2.92 

Yellow 

Otter  Tail _ 

2.93 

Medicine _ 

2.92 

Pennington  -- 

2.90 

Montana 

Beaverhead _ 

$2.34 

Liberty  _ 

$2.56 

Big  Horn _ 

2.48 

McCone  _ 

2.63 

Blaine _ 

2.  56 

Musselshell _ 

2.56 

Broadwater _ 

2.  56 

Park  _ 

2.  56 

Carbon _ 

2.  56 

Petroleum _ 

2.56 

Carter _ 

2.  65 

Phillips _ 

2.57 

Cascade _ 

2.  56 

Pondera _ 

2.  56 

Chouteau _ 

2.  56 

Powder  River- 

2.61 

Custer  _ 

2.63 

Prairie  _ 

2.63 

Daniels _ 

2.60 

Richland _ 

2.  64 

Dawson _ 

2.63 

Roosevelt  -„- 

2.64 

Deer  Lodge--- 

2.49 

Rosebud _ 

2.57 

Fallon _ 

2.65 

Sheridan  ---- 

2.63 

Fergus _ 

2.  56 

Stillwater _ 

2.56 

Gallatin _ 

2.56 

Sweet  Grass _ 

2.56 

Garfield _ 

2.62 

Teton _ 

2.  56 

Glacier _ - 

2.  56 

Toole  .  .  . 

2.  56 

Golden  Valley- 

2.56 

Treasure  _ 

2.56 

Hill  _ 

2.56 

Valley _ 

2.  59 

Judith  Basin- 

2.  56 

Wheatland _ 

2.  56 

Lewis  and 

Wibaux  . 

2.65 

Clark _ 

2.  56 

Yellowstone  - 

2.56 

Nebraska 

All  counties _ 

$2.  47 

North 

Dakota 

Rate  per 

Rate  per 

County  bushel 

County  bushel 

Adams  _ 

$2.71 

McLean  _ 

$2.  74 

Barnes  :: _ 

2.86 

Mercer  _ 

2.  72 

Benson _ 

2.  78 

Morton' _ 

2.  73 

Billings _ 

2.  70 

Mountrail _ 

2.71 

Bottineau _ 

2.72 

Nelson  _ 

2.83 

Bowman  _ 

2.69 

Oliver _ 

2.74 

Burke _ 

2.71 

Pembina _ - 

2.  84 

Burleigh _ 

2.  77 

Pierce _ 

2.  76 

Cass _ 

2.88 

Ramsey _ 

2.79 

Cavalier _ 

2.  79 

Ransom _ 

2.88 

Dickey  _ 

2.  87 

Renville _ 

2.71 

Divide  . 

2.  69 

Richland  -— - 

2.91 

Dunn  _ 

2.71 

Rolette _ 

2.75 

Eddy _ 

2.81 

Sargent  _ 

2.  90 

Emmons _ 

2.79 

Sheridan _ 

2.77 

Foster _ 

2.  82 

Sioux  _ 

2.  73 

Golden  Valley- 

2.66 

Slope _ 

2.71 

Grand  Forks- 

2.87 

Stark  _ 

2.71 

Grant _ 

2.71 

Steele _ 

2.86 

Griggs - 

2.85 

Stutsman  — -- 

2.  83 

Hettinger  — — 

2.71 

Towner _ 

2.76 

Kidder _ 

2.80 

Traill  . - 

2.87 

La  Moure _ 

2.  84 

Walsh  - 

2.84 

Logan _ 

2.  82 

Ward _ 

2.  72 

McHenry _ 

2.74 

Wells  . 

2.  80 

McIntosh _ 

2.82 

Williams  — — 

2.70 

McKenzie _ 

2.67 

7664 


Obxahoka  Rate  per 

County  bushel 


All  nniintlAA 

$3.33 

Oregon 

All  counties 

$2.28 

South 

Dakota 

Rate  per 

Rate  per 

County 

bushel 

County  bushel 

Aurora _ 

..  $2.88 

Jackson  _ 

$2.77 

Beadle  _ 

..  2.85 

Jerauld  _ 

2.84 

Bennett _ 

„  2. 65 

Jones  _ 

2.79 

Bon  Homme 

.  2.85 

Kingsbury _ 

2.87 

Bmokings 

_.  2. 89 

T.fl.1re  .  . 

2.07 

Brown  _ 

„  2.85 

Lawrence  .... 

2.74 

Brule 

2.82 

Lincoln _ 

2.  87 

Buffalo _ 

..  2.82 

Lyman _ 

2.80 

Butte _ 

._  2. 74 

McCook _ 

2.87 

Campbell _ 

..  2. 80 

McPherson _ 

2.82 

Charles  Bflx 

..  2. 83 

Marshall  .... 

2.89 

Clark  _ 

_.  2.87 

Meade  _ 

2. 72 

Clay  _ 

_.  2.87 

Mellette _ 

2.67 

Codington  _ 

_.  2.88 

Miner _ 

2.86 

Corson _ 

..  2. 73 

Minnehaha _ 

2.87 

Custer  _ 

_.  2.64 

Moody  _ 

2.89 

Davison  ... 

_.  2. 85 

Pennington  . 

2.76 

Day _ 

..  2. 88 

Perkins  _ 

2. 71 

Deuel _ 

..  2. 89 

Potter  _ 

2.82 

Dewey  .... 

..  2.73 

Roberts  _ 

2.91 

Douglas _ 

..  2.83 

Sanborn  _ 

2.  85 

Edmunds _ 

..  2. 83 

Shannon  .— . 

2.64 

Pall  River  . 

-.  2. 58 

Spink _ 

2.86 

Faulk _ 

..  2.83 

Stanley  _ 

2.80 

Grant _ 

..  2.91 

Sully  . 

2.  81 

_.  2. 72 

Todd  . 

2.67 

Haakon _ 

_.  3.78 

Tripp  . 

2.  70 

Hamlin _ 

..  2.88 

Turner _ 

2.87 

Bn.nrl 

_.  2. 83 

Union _ 

2.  87 

Hanson  .... 

..  2.88 

Walworth  ... 

2.82 

Harding _ 

2. 70 

Washbaugh  . 

,  2.77 

Hughes _ 

_.  2.81 

Yankton  .... 

2.86 

Hutchinson 

..  2.85 

Ziebach  _ 

2.70 

Hyde _ 

._  2. 82 

Texas 

Carson _ 

$2.45 

Hockley _ 

$2.  45 

Culberson  . 

_  2. 38 

Lamb  _ 

2.45 

Deaf  Smith 

__  2. 45 

Moore _ 

2.43 

Floyd  _ 

...  2.45 

Pecos  _ 

2.38 

Glasscock  .. 

...  2.45 

Washington 

All  counties 

.  $2.28 

WISCONSIN 

Bate  per  Rate  per 


County  bushel 

County  bushel 

Adams  _ 

$2.82 

Lafayette  ____ 

$2.75 

Ashland _ 

2.90 

Langlade _ 

2.79 

Barron _ 

2.89 

Lincoln  _ 

2.79 

Bayfield _ 

2. 90 

Manitowoc _ 

2.75 

Brown  _ 

2.77 

Marathon _ 

2.84 

Buffalo _ 

2.89 

Marinette _ 

2.76 

Burnett _ 

2. 92 

Marquette _ 

2. 81 

Calumet 

2.  75 

Milwaukee _ 

2.75 

Chippewa _ 

2.88 

Monroe _ 

2.85 

Clark  _ 

2.85 

Oconto  _ 

2.75 

Columbia 

2.80 

Oneida _ 

2.79 

Crawford _ 

2.84 

Outagamie _ 

2.79 

Dane _ 

2.77 

Ozaukee _ 

2.75 

Dodge  _ 

2.78 

Pepin  _ 

2.91 

Door  _ 

2.72 

Pierce  _ 

2. 92 

Douglas _ 

2.95 

Polk  . 

2.92 

Dunn  _ 

2.90 

Portage  _ 

2.83 

Eau  Claire _ 

2.89 

Price _ 

2.85 

Florence  _ 

2.78 

Racine  _ 

2.75 

Fond  du  Lac  _ 

2.76 

Richland  ____ 

2.80 

PfWftSt 

2.82 

Rock  _ 

2.  76 

Grant  - _ 

2.  79 

Rusk _ 

2.88 

Green _ 

2.75 

St.  Croix _ 

2.92 

Green  Lake _ 

2.78 

Sauk _ 

2.80 

Iowa _ 

2.76 

Sawyer _ 

2.89 

Iron _ 

2. 85 

Shawano 

2.79 

Jackson _ 

2.87 

Sheboygan _ 

2. 75 

Jefferson _ 

2.  76 

Taylor  _ 

2.  86 

Juneau  _ 

3.84 

Trempealeau  . 

2.  87 

Kenosha 

2.  75 

Vernon 

2. 85 

Kewaunee _ _ 

2.74 

Vilas  . . 

2.80 

Lacrosse  .... 

2.86 

Walworth  ____ 

2.75 

RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

Wisconsin — Ckintinued 


Rate  per  Bate  per 

County  bushel  County  bushel  . 

Washburn _ $3.90  Waushara _ $3.80 

Washington  .  3.75  Winnebago _ 3.78 

Waukesha  3.75  Wood  _  3.84 

Waupaca _  3.81 

Wyoming 

All  counties _ $2. 45 


(d)  Discounts.  The  following  dis¬ 
counts  shall,  in  the  case  of  loans,  be 
applied  to  the  basic  rate  at  the  time  the 
loan  is  completed  and  at  the  time  (rf 
settlement.  In  the  case  of  deliveries 
under  purchase  agreements,  they  shall 
be  applied  to  the  basic  rate  at  the  time 
of  settlement. 

( 1 )  Grade  discount.  The  suwJort  rate 
for  grade  No.  2  flaxseed  shall  be  6  cents 
per  bushel  less  than  the  support  rate  for 
grade  No.  1  flaxseed. 

(2)  Weed  control  discount.  15  cents 
per  bushel.  (See  §  1421.27.) 

(e)  Premiums.  In  the  case  of  farm- 
storage  loans  and  deliveries  under  pur¬ 
chase  agreements,  the  premium  shall  be 
applied  to  the  basic  rate  at  the  time  of 
settlement.  In  the  case  of  warehouse- 
storage  loans,  the  premium  shall  be  ap¬ 
plied  to  the  basic  rate  at  the  time  the 
loan  is  completed. 

(1)  Low  moisture. 

Cents  per 


Moisture  content  (percent) :  bushel 

10.6  to  11.0  inclusive _  0 

10.1  to  10.5  inclusive _  +1 

9.6  to  10.0  inclusive _  +2 

9.1  to  9.5  inclusive _  +3 

9.0  or  less _  +4 


(Sec.  4,  62  Stat.  1070,  as  amended;  sec.  5, 
62  Stat.  1072;  secs.  801,  401,  63  Stat.  1054; 
15  U.S.C.  714  b  and  c,  7  U.S.C.  1447,  1421) 

Effective  date:  Upon  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July 
23,1963.  . 

E.  A.  Jaenke, 

Acting  Executive  Vice  President, 
Commodity  Credit  Corporation. 

[PH.  Doc.  63-7892;  Piled,  July  26.  1963; 
8:45  am.] 


Title  9— ANIMALS  AND 
ANIMAL  PRODUCTS 

Chapter  1 — ^Agricultural  Research 
Service,  Department  of  Agriculture 

SUBCHAPTER  C — INTERSTATE  TRANSPORTATION 
OF  ANIMALS  AND  POULTRY 

PART  74— SCABIES  IN  SHEEP 

Interstate  Movement 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  sections 
1  through  4  of  the  Act  of  March  3.  1905, 
as  amended,  sections  1  and  2  of  the  Act 
of  February  2,  1903,  as  amended,  and 
sections  4  through  7  of  the  Act  of  May  29. 
1884,  as  amended  (21  U.S.C.  111-113, 115, 
117,  120,  121.  123-126),  §§  74.2  and  74.3 
of  Part  74,  Subchapter  C,  Chapter  I, 
Title  9,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  as 
amended,  are  hereby  amended  to  read, 
respectively,  as  follows: 


§  74JS  Designation  of  free  and  infected 
areas. 

(a)  Notice  is  hereby  given  that  sheep 
in  the  following  States,  Territories,  and 
District,  or  parts  thereof  as  specified,  are 
not  known  to  be  infected  with  sct^ies, 
and  such  States,  Territories,  District, 
and  parts  thereof,  are  hereby  designated 
as  free  areas: 

(1)  Alabama.  Arizona,  Arkansas, 
California,  Colorado,  Connecticut,  Dela¬ 
ware,  District  of  Columbia,  Morida, 
Georgia,  Idtdio,  Kansas,  Louisiana, 
Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts.  Michi¬ 
gan,  Minnesota,  Mississippi.  Montana, 
Nevada,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
New  Mexico,  New  York,  North  Carolina, 
North  Dakota,  Oklahoma,  Oregon,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Puerto  Rico,  Rhode  Island, 
South  Carolina,  South  Dakota,  Texas. 
Utah,  Vermont,  Virgin  Islands  of  the 
Unit^  States,  Washington,  Wisconsin, 
and  Wyoming; 

(2)  Hie  following  counties  in  Ne¬ 
braska:  Arthur,  Banner,  Blaine,  Box 
Butte,  Brown,  Chase.  Cherry,  Cheyenne, 
Dawes.  Deuel.  Dundy,  Garden,  Grant. 
Hooker,  Keith,  Keya  Paha,  Kimball, 
Loup,  Morrill,  Perkins,  Rock.  Sheridan, 
Sioux,  SCotts  Bluff,  and  Thomas; 

(3)  The  following  coimties  in  Hawaii: 
Honolulu,  Kauai,  and  Maui; 

(4)  The  following  counties  in  Mis¬ 
souri:  Jackson,  Lafayette,  Saline,  Cooper, 
Moniteau,  Cole,  Osage.  Gasconade. 
Franklin,  St.  Louis,  and  all  counties  in 
the  State  of  Missouri  lying  south  thereof ; 

(5)  The  following  counties  in  Illinois: 
Madison.  Bond,  Clinton,  Marion,  Clay. 
Richland,  and  Lawrence;  and  aU  coun¬ 
ties  in  the  State  of  Illinois  lying  south 
thereof. 

(b)  Notice  is  hereby  given  also  that 
sheep  scabies  exists  in  all  States  and 
Territories  and  parts  of  States  not  desig¬ 
nated  as  free  areas  in  paragraph  (a)  of 
this  section,  and  they  are  hereby  desig¬ 
nated  as  infected  areas. 

§  74.3  Designation  of  eradication  areas. 

(a)  Notice  is  hereby  given  that  sheep 
in  the  following  States,  or  parts  thereof 
as  specified,  are  being  handled  systemati¬ 
cally  to  eradicate  scabies  in  sheep,  and 
such  States,  and  parts  thereof,  are  hereby 
designated  as  eradication  areas: 

(1)  Kentucky,  Tennessee,  and  Vir¬ 
ginia; 

(2)  All  counties  in  Nebraska  except 
Arthur,  Banner,  Blaine.  Box  Butte, 
Brown,  Chase.  Cherry,  CJheyenne,  Dawes, 
Deuel,  Dundy,  Garden,  Grant,  Hooker, 
Keith,  Keya  Paha,  Kimball.  Loup,  Mor¬ 
rill.  Perkins,  Rock.  Sheridan,  Sioux, 
Scotts  Bluff,  and  Thomas; 

(3)  All  couflties  in  Hawaii  except  Hon¬ 
olulu,  Kausi,  and  Maui; 

(4)  The  following  counties  in  West 
Virginia:  Berkeley,  Payette,  Grant, 
Greenbrier,  Hampshire,  Hardy,  Jefferson, 
Mercer,  Mineral.  Monroe,  Morgstn,  Nich¬ 
olas,  Pendleton,  Pocahontas,  Raleigh, 
Randolph,  Summers,  Tucker,  Upshur, 
and  Webster;  ' 

(5)  ^  counties  in  Missouri  except 
Jackson,  Lafayette,  Saline,  Cooper,  Mon¬ 
iteau,  Cole,  Osage.  Gasconade,  Franklin, 
St.  Louis,  and  all  counties  in  the  State 
of  Missouri  lying  south  thereof ; 
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(6)  All  counties  in  Illinois  except  Mad¬ 
ison,  Bond,  Clinton,  Marion,  Clay,  Rich¬ 
land,  and  Lawrence;  and  all  counties 
in  the  State  of  Illinois  lying  south 
thereof. 

(Secs.  4-7,  23  Stat.  32,  as  amended,  secs.  1, 
2,  32  Stat.  791-792,  as  amended,  secs.  1-4, 
33  Stat.  1264,  as  amended,  1266,  as  amended; 
21  UJ3.C.  111-113,  116,  117,  120,  121,  123-126; 
19  F.R.  74.  as  amended) 

Effective  date.  The  foregoing  amend¬ 
ments  shall  become  ■  effective  upon  is¬ 
suance. 

The  amendments  add  St.  Croix  Island 
of  the  Virgin  Islands  of  the  United  States 
to  the  list  of  free  areas  and  delete  such 
Island  from  the  list  of  infected  and  eradi¬ 
cation  areas  as  sheep  scabies  is  no  longer 
known  to  exist  therein.  The  entire  Ter¬ 
ritory  of  the  Virgin  Islands  of  the  United 
States  has  now  been  designated  as  a  free 
area.  Hereafter,  the  restrictions  per¬ 
taining  to  the  interstate  movement  of 
sheep  from  or  into  infected  and  eradica- 
tion  areas  as  contained  in  9  CFR  Part 
74,  as  amended,  will  not  apply  to  the  Vir¬ 
gin  Islands  of  the  United  States.  How¬ 
ever,  the  restrictions  in  said  Part  74 
pertaining  to  the  interstate  movement 
of  sheep  from  or  into  free  areas  will  apply 
to  such  Territory. 

The  amendments  relieve  certain  re¬ 
strictions  presently  imposed  and  must  be 
made  effective  immediately  to  be  of  max¬ 
imum  benefit  to  persons  subject  to  the 
restrictions  which  are  relieved.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  under  section  4  of  the  Administra¬ 
tive  Procedure  Act  (5  UB.C.  1003) ,  it  is 
found  upon  good  cause  that  notice  and 
other  public  procedure  with  respect  to 
the 'amendments  are  impracticable  and 
contrary  to  the  public  interest,  and  the 
amendments  may  be  made  effective  less 
than  30  days  after  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  24th 
day  of  July  1963. 

M.  R.  Clarkson, 
Acting  Administrator, 
Agricultural  Research  Service. 

[FR.  Doc.  63-7969;  Filed,  July  26.  1963; 

8:69  a.m.] 


Title  10— ATOMIC  ENERGY 

Chapter  I — ^Atomic  Energy 
Commission 

PART  115— PROCEDURES  FOR  RE¬ 
VIEW  OF  CERTAIN  NUCLEAR  RE¬ 
ACTORS  EXEMPTED  FROM  LICENS¬ 
ING  REQUIREMENTS 

Change  Procedure 

On  January  11,  1963,  the  Commission 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (28 
F.R.  322)  proposed  amendments  to  10 
CFR  Part  115  designed  to  clarify  the  pro¬ 
cedures  imder  which  holders  of  operating 
authorizations  for  certain  license-exempt 
nuclear  reactors  may  make  changes,  and 
conduct  tests  and  experiments,  which  are 
not  specifically  provided  for  in  their  re¬ 
actor  facility  operating  authorization. 
These  amendments  are  parallel  to  cor¬ 
responding  provisions  adopted  (27  F.R. 
5491,  dated  June  9,  1962)  for  Part  50, 
No.  146— Pt.  I - 2 


'‘Licensing  of  Production  and  Utilization 
Facilities.” 

All  interested  persons  were  invited  to 
submit  written  comments  and  sugges¬ 
tions  for  consideration  in  connection 
with  the  proposed  amendments  within 
sixty  days  after  publication  of  the  notice 
in  the  Federal  Register.  No  comments 
were  received. 

Pursuant  to  the  Atomic  Energy  Act 
of  1954,  as  amended,  and  the  Adminis¬ 
trative  Procedure  Act,  the  following 
amendments  are  published  as  a  docu¬ 
ment  subject  to  codification  to  be  effec¬ 
tive  thirty  (30)  days  after  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

1.  Section  115.25  of  Part  115,  10  CFR, 
is  amended  to  read  as  follows: . 

§  115.25  Designation  of  technical  speci¬ 
fications. 

(a)  Each  applicant  for  an  operating 
authorization  i^all,  and  each  applicant 
for  a  construction  authorization  may, 
designate  those  provisions  of  his  hazards 
summary  report  which  he  proposes  be 
incorporated  as  technical  specifications 
in  the  authorization. 

(b)  Each  operating  authorization  will 
include  technical  specifications.  The 
technical  specifications  incorporated  in 
an  authorization  will  be  designed  to  in¬ 
clude  those  significant  design  features, 
operating  procedures  and  operating  limi¬ 
tations  which  are  considered  important 
in  providing  reasonable  assurance  that 
the  facility  will  be  constructed  and  op¬ 
erated  without  undue  hazard  to  public 
health  and  safety.  Appendix  A  is  pro¬ 
vided  as  a  guide  to  the  type  of  matters 
which  the  Commission  would  generally 
expect  to  be  covered  by  the  technical 
specifications.  The  Commission  may  in¬ 
clude  technical  specifications  on  such 
additional  matters  as  the  Commission 
finds  appropriate  to  provide  reasonable 
assurance  that  the  facility  will  be  con¬ 
structed  and  operated  without  undue 
hazard  to  public  health  and  safety;  and 
may  omit  items  listed  in  Appendix  A  if 
such  omission  is  consistent  with  the  pro¬ 
tection  of  the  health  and  safety  of  the 
public. 

(c)  This  section  shall  not  be  deemed 
to  modify  the  technical  specifications  in¬ 
cluded  in  any  authorization  issued  prior 
to  the  effective  date  of  this  section.  An 
authorization  issued  prior  to  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  this  section  in  which  tech¬ 
nical  specifications  have  not  been 
designated,  shall  be  deemed  to  include 
the  entire  hazards  summary  report  &s 
technical  specifications.  At  the  initia¬ 
tive  of  the  Commission  or  the  holder  of 
the  authorization,  any  authorization  may 
be  amended  to  include  technical  speci¬ 
fications  of  the  scope  and  content  which 
would  be  required  if  a  new  authorization 
were  being  issued. 

2.  Add  the  following  new  §  115.47: 

§  115.47  Approval  of  changes,  tests  and 
experiments. 

(a)  The  holder  of  an  operating  au¬ 
thorization  may  (1)  make  changes  in  the 
facility  as  described  in  the  hazards  sum¬ 
mary  report,  (2)  make  changes  in  the 
procedures  as  described  in  the  hazards 
summary  report,  and  (3)  conduct  tests 
or  experiments  not  described  in  the 


hazards  summary  report,  unless  the  pro¬ 
posed  change,  test  or  experiment  in¬ 
volves  a  change  in  the  technical  speci¬ 
fications  incorporated  in  the  authoriza¬ 
tion  or  an  unreviewed  safety  question, 
as  defined,  in  paragraph  (c)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion.  If  the  proposed  change,  test  or 
experiment  involves  a  change  in  the 
technical  specifications  or  an  unreviewed 
safety  question,  it  shall  not  be  carried 
out  unless  approved  by  the  Commission 
pursuant  to  the  procedures  set  forth  in 
this  section. 

(b)  The  holder  of  the  authorization 
shall  maintain  records  of  changes  in  the 
facility  and  of  changes  in  procedures 
made  without  prior  Commission  approval 
pursuant  to  this  section,  to  the  extent 
that  such  changes  constitute  changes  in 
the  facility  as  described  in  the  hazards 
summary  report  or  constitute  changes 
in  procedures  as  described  in  the  hazards 
summary  report.  The  holder  of  the  au¬ 
thorization  shall  also  maintain  records 
of  tests  and  experiments  carried  out 
without  prior  Commission  approval  pur¬ 
suant  to  this  section.  The  holder  of  the 
authorization  shall  furnish  annually  to 
the  Commission,  or  at  such  shorter  in¬ 
tervals  as  may  be  specified  in  the  au¬ 
thorization,  a  report  containing  a  brief 
description  of  such  changes,  tests  and 
experiments. 

(c)  A  proposed  change,  test  or  experi¬ 
ment  shall  be  deemed  to  involve  an  im- 
reviewed  safety  question  if  (1)  the  prob¬ 
ability  of  occurrence  of  an  accident 
previously  analyzed  in  the  hazards  siun- 
mary  report  may  be  increased;  or  (2)  if 
consequences  of  an  accident  previously 
analyzed  in  the  hazards  summary  report 
may  be  increased;  or  (3)  if  a  possibility 
for  a  nuclear  accident  of  a  different  tsqje 
than  any  analyzed  in  the  hazards  sum¬ 
mary  report  may  be  created. 

(d)  The  holder  of  the  authorization 
shall  file  a  request  for  approval  of  a 
change  in  technical  specifications  or  of 
any  change,  test  or  experiment  which 
requires  approval  by  the  Commission 
pursuant  to  paragraph  (a)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion.  This  request  shall  include  an  ap¬ 
propriate  hazards  analysis.  Each  such 
request  shall  be  filed  with  the  Atomic 
Energy  Commission,  Attention:  Director, 
Division  of  Licensing  and  Regulation. 
The  holder  of  the  authorization  shall  file 
three  signed  originals  and  19  additional 
copies. 

(e) (1)  If  the  Commission  determines 
that  the  proposed  change,  test  or  experi¬ 
ment  presents  significant  hazards  con¬ 
siderations  not  described  or  implicit  in 
the  hazards  summary  report  it  will  refer 
the  request  to  the  Advisory  Committee 
on  Reactor  Safeguards.  The  Commis¬ 
sion  will  promptly  notify  the  holder  of 
the  authorization  of  any  referral  to  the 
Advisory  Committee  on  Reactor  Safe¬ 
guards. 

(2)  If  the  Commission  detennines  that 
the  proposed  change,  test  or  experiment 
does  not  present  significant  hazards  con¬ 
siderations  not  described  or  implicit  in 
the  hazards  summary  report,  it  may  ap¬ 
prove  such  change,  test  or  experiment, 
without  referral  to  the  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  on  Reactor  Safeguards  for  a  re¬ 
port  and  without  a  prior  public  hearing, 
upon  finding  that  there  is  reasonable 
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assurance  that  the  health  and  safety  of 
the  public  will  not  be  endangered. 

(f )  Any  report  or  request  for  iq>proval 
submitted  by  a  holder  of  the  authoriza¬ 
tion,  and  any  determination  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  or  iq>proval  issued  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  ptirsuant  to  this  section,  will  be 
made  a  part  of  the  public  record  of  the 
authorization  proceeding.  An  £q)proval 
issued  by  the  Commission  will  include 
appropriate  changes  in  the  technical 
specifications. 

3.  Add  the  following  Appendix  A: 

Appendix  A — Othde  to  Contents  or  Tech¬ 
nical  Spbchtcations  f<»  Nitclbae  Reactors 

1.  Tliis  Appendix  is  a  guide  to  matters 
which  are  typical  oi  those  the  Commission 
would  generally  expect  to  be  covered  by 
technical  specifications  in  operating  authori¬ 
zations.  The  generalized  form  of  the  guide 
restdts  in  inclusion  of  items  not  common  to 
all  reactors,  and  should  be  used  in  prepara- 
ticm  of  technical  specifications  tor  a  pa^cu- 
lar  facility  only  to  the  extent  the  matters 
listed  are  applicable.  Conversely,  technical 
specifications  are  expected  to  include  items 
other  than  those  listed  if  such  matters  could 
have  an  effect  on  the  safety  of  operations 
comparable  in  sigpiificance  to  the  effect  of 
the  following  items: 

A.  Site. 

1.  Physical  location  of  the  reactor  plant. 

2.  Minimum  distance  to  boundary  of  the 
exclusion  area. 

3.  Princlp>al  activities  carried  on  within  the 
exclusion  area. 

B.  Containment. 

1.  Design  pressure  and  maximum  total 
leakage  rate  at  design  {xassure  of  the  con¬ 
tainment  vessel  (Including  penetrations). 

2.  Over-all  dimensions,  materials  of  con¬ 
struction.  and  approximate  free  volxune  of 
containment  barrier. 

3.  Principal  types  of  containment  vessel 
penetrations,  and  for  each  type,  the  approx¬ 
imate  number  and  methods  of  closure  and 
sealing  (including  piping,  duct  work,  and  ac¬ 
cess  openings). 

4.  Shell  maximum  design  pressure  imder 
minimum  temperature  conditions  and  meth¬ 
ods  of  protection  against  the  cold. 

5.  Frequency,  pressure,  and  methods  of 
testing  of  the  containment  vessel  and  pene¬ 
trations. 

C.  Primary  coolant  s3rstem. 

1.  General  system  specifications,  and  major 
primary  system  components  including: 

(a)  Number  of  loops; 

(b)  Number  of  isolation  and  check  valves 
per  loop: 

(c)  Niimber  of  steam  generators  pa  loop: 

(d)  Method  of  co(dant  circulation  and 
heat  removal; 

(e)  Number  of  pumps  per  loop; 

«  (f)  Reactor  coolant  piping  material  and 
size; 

(g)  Volume  of  primary  coolant. 

2.  Principal  reactor  vessel  design  features 
including: 

(a)  Temperature  and  pressure  rating  (de¬ 
sign  and  operating) ; 

(b)  Materials  of  construction  (base  metal 
and  cladding) ; 

(c)  Over-all  dimensions; 

(d)  Types  and  locations  of  nozzle  con¬ 
nections  with  respect  to  core; 

(e)  Number  of  and  types  of  penetrations; 

(f)  Type  of  closure  and  any  limiting 
features. 

3.  Primary  coolant  specifications: 

(a)  Materials: 

(b)  '  Method  of  pressurization; 

(c)  Ckxdant  chemistry  limits; 

(d)  Impurity  limits. 

4.  OF>eratlng  variables,  including: 

(a)  Minimum  core  inlet  pressure; 


(b)  Maximum  and.  minimum  flow  rate 
through  the  core; 

(c)  Maximum  core  exit  bulk  temperature; 

(d)  Maximum  heat  up  and  cool  down  rates 
of  major  components; 

(e)  Reactor  vessel  pressure  limitations  as 
a  function  of  temperature  and  integrated 
neutron  fiux. 

6.  Principal  design  features  of  major  com¬ 
ponents,  including :  . 

(a)  Primary  beat  exchanger  tyi>e  and 
rating; 

(b)  Type  of  pump  and  pump  drive; 

(c)  Isolation  valve  tyi>e  and  modes  of 
operation; 

(d)  Check  valve  type  and  pressure  design. 
6.  Materials  and  genersd  configuration  of 

primary  system  shielding. 

D.  Primary  plant  auxiliary  systems. 

1.  Principal  design  features  of  major  com¬ 
ponents  including: 

(a)  Relief  valve  types,  minimum  capacity, 
relief  settings,  points  for  pressure  discharge; 

(b)  Demlnerallzer  tsrpe  and  product  speci¬ 
fications; 

(c)  Pressurizer  type  and  surge  capacity; 

(d)  Coolant  charging  pump,  number, 
charging  rate  and  pressure  design; 

(e)  Core  water  injection  and  contain¬ 
ment  spray  system  pumps,  number,  capacity, 
injection  rate  and  design  pressure. 

(f)  Reactor  plant  component  cooling 
system  pumps  and  heat  exchanger,  number, 
ciq;>acity  and  pressure  design; 

(g)  Reactor  plant  control  air  design  pres¬ 
sure,  compressor  type  and  rating. 

2.  Operating  limitations,  including: 

(a)  Water  chemistry; 

(b)  Minimum  reserve  capacity  of  core 
water  injection  and  containment  spray  sys¬ 
tems; 

(c)  MftTimTim  and  minimum  ambient 
operating  temperature  of  reactor  room; 

(d)  Minimum  level  Of  primary  shield  tank 
water  level. 

E.  Secondary  cocdant  syst«n. 

1.  General  system  design  specifications,  in¬ 
cluding: 

(a)  Coolant; 

(b)  Muximiim  pressure,  operating  and 
design; 

(c)  Maximum  temperature,  operating  and 
design; 

(d)  Coolant  fiow  rate — maximum  and 
minimum; 

(e)  Minimum  makeup  coolant  tempera¬ 
ture: 

(f )  MaTimiim  differential  temperature  and 
pressure  between  primary  and  secondary 
systems; 

(g)  Coolant  chemistry  limits. 

2.  Principal  operating  limitations  estab¬ 
lished  from  considerations  of  nuclear  safety, 
including: 

(a)  Loading: 

(b)  Turbine  control: 

(c)  Steam  dumping  or  bypassing; 

(d)  Power  network  interconnections; 

(e)  Maximum  radioactivity. 

F.  Reactor  core. 

1.  Principal  core  design  features,  includ¬ 
ing: 

(a)  Moderator  material: 

(b)  Reflector  material  and  thickness; 

(c)  Fuel  material,  enrichment,  and  melt¬ 
ing  or  boiling  point; 

(d)  Bflnlmum  number  of  fuel  thermo¬ 
couples,  where  provided  as  a  safeguard; 

(e)  Clad  material  and  method  of  bonding; 

(f)  Minimum  number  of  clad  thermo¬ 
couples  where  provided  as  a  safeguard; 

(g)  Brief  fuel  element  description  includ¬ 
ing  nominal  dimensions,  over-all  and  in¬ 
ternal  element  supports  and  orlflcing; 

(h)  Maximum  total  mass  of  core  and  of 
fuel  in  the  core; 

(i)  Maximum  number  of  fuel  elements 
in  the  core; 

(J)  Maximum  fuel  bumup  (MWD) ; 


(k)  Maximum  or  minimum  void  Coefficient 
of  reactivity,  and  maximum  cq;>erating  void 
fraction; 

(l)  Temperature  and  presstire  reactivity 
coefficients,  ambient  to  operating; 

(m)  Form  of  burnable  poison  and  method 
of  attachment; 

(n)  Maximum  and  minimiun  reactivity 
worth  of  burnable  poison: 

(o)  Brief  description  of  source  including 
minimum  initial  strength  and  type; 

(p)  Number  of  passes  and  flow  direction 
through  the  core. 

2.  Principal  design  core  temperatures  and 
thermal  characteristics.  Including: 

(a)  'Maximum  thermal  power; 

(b)  Maximum  local  core  heat  flux  (max¬ 
imum  with  respect  to  all  variables  at  rated 
power); 

(c)  Mlnlmirm  burnout  safety  factor  (on 
heat  flux)  and  correlation  method  used; 

(d)  Maximum  fuel  surface  and  central 
temperatures  at  designated  points. 

G.  Control  and  safety  systems. 

1.  Reactivity  control  system  design  and 
operating  limits,  including: 

(a)  Number  installed  and  minimum  num¬ 
ber  of  operative  control  elements  and  drives; 

(b)  Principal  design  features  including 
control  element  materials,  control  rod 
guides,  minimum  operating  clearances,  use 
of  followers,  limits  on  allowable  operating 
temperatures  and  pressures  and  rod  cou¬ 
pling  method: 

(c)  Maximum  reactivity  worth  of  auto¬ 
matic  control  systems  and  ct  entire  control 
system  few  both  operating  temperatures 
(hot)  and  cold  plant  conditions; 

(d)  Maximum  reactivity  worth  of  any  in¬ 
dividual  control  S3rstem  component  or  gang, 
few  hot  and  cold  cxindltions; 

(e)  Minimum  shutdown  centred  margin 
for  hot  and  cedd  cemditions; 

(f)  Minimum  number  of  least  reactive 
cx>ntrol  elements  corresponeling  to  mintmuTT^ 
shutdown  margin; 

(g)  Maximum  reactivity  addition  rate  by 
cemtrol  elements; 

(h)  Maximum  excess  reactivity  above  cold 
clean  critical; 

(I)  Automatic  meides  e»f  reactivity  inser¬ 
tion  and  shutdown  and  mavimiim  total 
scram  delay  time  and  safety  element  inser¬ 
tion  time; 

(J)  Typ«.  minimum  reactivity  worth,  con¬ 
ditions  use,  and  {wlncipal  design  features 
of  auxiliary  poison  systems; 

(k)  Rod  position  indlcaticm  method  and 
minimum  accvwacy  limits; 

(l)  Minimum  worth  of  safety  control  ele¬ 
ments  cocked  during  startup,  fuel  loading 
and  other  core  manipulations; 

(m)  Minimum  reactor  power  f<w  auto¬ 
matic  control. 

2.  Nuclear  instrumentation  system  design 
and  operating  limits  including: 

(a)  Brief  description  of  the  system  in¬ 
cluding  ranges,  tyx>es,  and  sensitivities  of 
Instnunent  channels  and  detectors,  their 
degree  of  independence  eff  operation,  and 
use  of  redundancy  or  coincidence  circuitry; 

(b)  Minimum  number  and  ranges  of 
operative  level  safety  and  period  safety  chan¬ 
nels  during  startup  and  power  <^ratlon; 

(c)  Setting  of  scram  points; 

(d)  Automatic  control  system  inputs. 

3.  Characteristics  of  safety  control  systems 
auxiliary  to  the  reactivity  control  and  nu¬ 
clear  instrumentation  systems  including: 

(a)  Emergency  power  supply  availability, 
and  total  lockling  with  respect  to  minimum 
capacity; 

(b)  Devices  which  are  activated  on  auto¬ 
matic  building  closure; 

(c)  Type,  functions,  and  conditions  of  use 
of  interlocks; 
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(d)  Items  which  may  be  bypassed,  method 
of  bypassing,  and  conditions  under  which 
bypassing  will  he  used: 

(e)  Conditions  which  would  automatically 
cause  reactor  scram  or  building  closure  and 
activation  points  for  these  actions; 

(f)  Devices  caxising  scram  or  partial  in¬ 
sertion  of  rods  and  scram  point  aettings; 

(g)  Instrumentation  primarily  or  solely 
provided  for  analysis  of  conditions  following 
an  accident. 

H.  Monitoring  systems:  general  design  fea¬ 
tures  and  specific  operating  limits,  including: 

I.  Stack,  activity  discharge  rate  averaged 
over  a  year  and  minimum  number  and  sen¬ 
sitivity  of  operating  monitors; 

2.  Maximum  instantaneous  stack  activity 
discharge  rate; 

3.  Fuel  element  failure  detection  eqjuip- 
ment  sensitivity,  localization  and  sampling 
interval  (if  not  continuous) ; 

4.  Minimum  munber  and  sensitivity  of 
monitors  for  radiation  level  detection  in 
accessible  areas; 

5.  Minimum  number  and  sensitivity  of 
monitors  of  liquid  radioactive  effluents  in¬ 
cluding  primary  coolant  leak  detectors; 

6.  Criticality  monitors  in  fuel  storage 
areas. 

I.  Waste  disposal  systems;  design  and  op¬ 
erating  featxires  including: 

1.  Principal  features  of  equipment  for 
removal  of  gases  or  other  materials  from 
primary  and  secondary  coolant,  moderator, 
reflector,  or  shield;  equipment  capacity  and 
mode  of  use  (continuous  or  intermittent) ; 

2.  Stack  height: 

3.  Minimum  waste  holdup  capacities,  stor¬ 
age  and  processing  methods  and  maximum 
radioactivity  inventories  during  normal  op¬ 
erations,  maintenance  and  refueling. 

J.  Ventilation  systems. 

1.  Brief  description  of  principal  featvires 
of  systems  providing  safeguards  functions, 
including: 

.(a)  Fans  used,  capacities  and  approximate 
numbers; 

(b)  Direction  of  atmospheric  pressure  gra¬ 
dient  across  walls,  doorways,  and  other  im¬ 
portant  barriers  of  the  facility  and  minimum 
atmospheric  pressure  differentials  across 
principal  barriers  where  pertinent  to  con¬ 
tamination  control; 

(c)  Minimum  ventilation  rates  where  ap¬ 
plicable; 

(d)  Provisions  for  ventilation  system  clo- 
sxure; 

(e)  Provisions  for  relief  of  positive  or 
negative  pressures  within  the  enclosed  areas 
upon  ventilating  system  closure; 

(f)  Location  of  ventilation  system  inlets 
and  outlets; 

(g)  Location,  type,  and  procedures  for 
maintenance  of  filtering  or  other  air  clean¬ 
ing  systems. 

K.  Emergency  cooling  and  decay  heat 
removal  systems. 

1.  Principal  system  design  features; 

2.  Minimum  capacity  of  emergency  heat 
exchangers; 

3.  Type,  minimum  coolant  supply,  flow 
rate,  and  power  requirement  of  emergency 
cooling  systems; 

4.  Total  cooling  time  made  available  by 
emergency  cooling  systems; 

6.  Conditions  which  would  automatically 
cause  emergency  actions; 

6.  Source  and  availability  of  emergency 
power. 

L.  Fuel  storage. 

1.  Brief  descriptions  of  physical  means  by 
which  fuel  elements  are  to  be  transported 
within  the  facility,  and  conditions  tmder 
which  they  are  stored; 

2.  Amount  and  arrangement  (spacing)  of 
special  nuclear  material  to  be  stored: 


3.  Basic  method  or  methods  by  which  nu¬ 
clear  safety  against  inadvertent  criticality 
is  assiired  (mass,  geometry); 

4.  Procedmral  limitations  on  quantities  to 
be  removed  or  inserted  in  storage  area  at 
any  one  time; 

5.  Means  of  providing  personnel  protec¬ 
tions  against  radiation  hazards  from  spent 
fuel. 

M.  Experimental  facilities  including: 

1.  Brief  description  of  principal  design 
features  of  experimental  facilities; 

2.  Maximum  excess  reactivity  allowed  for 
experiments; 

3.  Maximum  individual  reactivity  increase 
to  be  allowed  for  any  experiment  or  experi¬ 
mental  facility  by  flooding,  draining,  poison 
removal,  fueled  experiment  addition,  or  other 
method; 

4.  For  each  loop  or  other  experimental 
facility: 

(a)  Types  of  sensors  for  process  variables, 
output  actions,  and  redundant  or  coincidence 
provisions; 

(b)  Minimum  cooling  capacity  to  each 
experiment,  method  of  cooling,  and  emer¬ 
gency  cooling  provisions; 

(c)  General  geometry,  minimum  pressure 
resistance,  and  maximiun  leak  rate  of  experi¬ 
ment  containment  barriers; 

(d)  Significant,  controls,  signals,  or  other 
safety  mechanisms  by  which  experiments  or 
experimenters  (manually  or  automatically) 
may  shutdown  the  reactor; 

(e)  Types  of  experiments  to  be  conducted 
and  limits  on  experimental  programs,  con¬ 
sidering  such  effects  as  corrosion,  explosion, 
and  instrument  shadowing. 

5.  Argon  and  other  activation  product 
limitations. 

N..  Administrative  and  procedural  safe¬ 
guards. 

1.  Brief  coverage  of  the  following: 

(a)  The  availability  of  detailed  vwltten 
procedures  for  operations  that  might  affect 
nuclear  safety  and  for  emergencies; 

(b)  The  manner  whereby  operating  pro¬ 
cedures  are  reviewed  and  approved  for  use. 

2.  Brief  description  of  the  following  con¬ 
trols  procedures  and  tests: 

(a)  Administrative  organization  and  con¬ 
trols  to  the  extent  that  these  have  poten¬ 
tial  effect  on  safety; 

(b)  General  operating  principles  having  a 
potential  effect  on  safety,  including  those 
for  initial  startup,  routine  operation,  main¬ 
tenance,  refueling,  conduct  and  operation  of 
experiments,  power  escalation  from  critical¬ 
ity  to  full  design  power,  and  emergencies; 
minimum  stafflng  requirements  for  such 
operations  where  applicable; 

(c)  Postcritical  schedule  of  maintenance 
and  recalibrating  tests  of  safety  system  com¬ 
ponents,  monitors,  and  other  equipment 
having  a  potential  safeguards  function  in¬ 
cluding  items  such  as  reactor  control  in¬ 
struments,  control  rod  systems,  effluent 
release  montiors,  personnel  protection  mon¬ 
itors,  portable  detectors,  building  leakage 
and  emergency  systems; 

(d)  Procedures  for  the  review  within  the 
holder  of  the  authorization’s  organization  of 
proposed  modifications  in  the  facility  or  in 
operating  procedures,  and  of  the  design  and 
conduct  of  experiments. 

(Sec.  161,  68  Stat.  948;  42  U.S.C.  2201) 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  15th 
day  of  July  1963. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Woodford  B.  McCool, 

Secretary. 

IP.R.  Doc.  63-7896;  Piled,  July  26,  1963; 
8:46  am.] 


Title  14— AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE 

Chapter  I — Federal  Aviation  Agency 
SUBCHAPTER  E— AIRSPACE  [NEW] 
[Airspace  Docket  No.  62-AL-20] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 

AND  REPORTING  POINTS  [NEWT 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone,  Revoca¬ 
tion  of  Control  Area  Extension,  and 

Designation  of  Transition  Area 

On  March  8.  1963,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (28  FJR.  2286)  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  pro¬ 
posed  to  alter  ttie  Sitka,  Alaska,  ccmtrol 
zone,  revoke  the  Sitka  control  area  ex¬ 
tension,  and  designate  the  Sitka  transi¬ 
tion  area. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportuni^  to  participate  in  the  mak¬ 
ing  of  the  rules  herein  adopted,  and  no 
adverse  comments  were  received  regard¬ 
ing  the  proposed  amendments. 

The  substsmce  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  having  been  publish^,  and  for  the 
reasons  stated  in  the  notice,  the  follow¬ 
ing  actions  are  taken: 

1.  In  §  71.171  (27  F.R.  220-91,  Novem¬ 
ber  10,  1962) ,  the  Sitka,  Alaska,  control 
zone  is  amended  to  read: 

Sitka,  Alaska 

Within  a  5-miIe  radius  of  Sitka  Harbor 
Seaplane  Base  (latitude  N.,  longi¬ 

tude  136‘’21'30"  W.);  within  2  miles  each 
side  of  the  Sitka  RR  NE  and  SW  courses, 
extending  from  the  5-mile  radivis  zone  to  2 
miles  SW  of  the  RR,  and  within  2  miles 
each  side  of  the  Biorka,  Alaska,  VORTAC 
027*  and  207*  radials,  extending  from  the 
5-mlle  radius  zone  to  2  miles  SW  of  the 
VORTAC. 

2.  Section  71.181  (27  F.R.  220-139,  No¬ 
vember  10,  1962)  is  amended  by  adding 
the  following: 

Sitka,  Alaska 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  2  miles  each 
side  of  the  Sitka  RR  SW  course,  extending 
from  2  miles  SW  to  8  miles  SW  of  the  RR; 
within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  Biorka,  Alaska, 
VORTAC  207*  radial,  extending  from  2  miles 
SW  to  8  miles  SW  of  the  VORTAC;  and  that 
airspace  extending  upward  from  1,200  feet 
above  the  surface  within  10  miles  SE  and  7 
miles  NW  of  the  Biorka  VORTAC  027*  and 
207*  radials,  extending  from  6  miles  NE  to 
14  miles  SW  of  the  VORTAC. 

3.  Section  71.165  (27  F.R.  220-59,  No¬ 
vember  10, 1962)  is  amended  by  revoking 
the  following: 

Sitka,  Alaska. 

These  amendments  shall  become  ef¬ 
fective  0001,  ejs.t.,  September  19,  1963. 
(Sec.  307(a) ,  72  Stat.  749;  49  n.S.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July 
22, 1963. 

H.  B.  Helstrom, 

Acting  Chief, 

Airspace  Utilization  Division.. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-7900;  Filed,  July  26,  1963; 

8:46  a.m.] 
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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


[Airspace  Do<^t  No.  62-AL-21] 

part  71—- designation  of  federal 

AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 

AND  REPORTING  POINTS  [NEW! 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone,  Revoca¬ 
tion  of  Control  Area  Extension,  and 

Designation  of  Transition  Area 

On  March  28,  1963.  a  notice  of  [pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (28  F.R.  3053)  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  pro¬ 
posed  to  alter  the  control  zone,  revoke  the 
control  area  extension,  and  designate  a 
transition  area  at  Oustavus,  Alaska. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportimity  to  participate  in  the 
maki^  of  the  rules  herein  adopted,  and 
no  adverse  comments  were  rec^ved  re¬ 
garding  the  proposed  sgnendments. 

The  substance  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  having  been  published,  and  for  the 
reasons  stated  in  the  ndtice,  the  follow¬ 
ing  actions  are  taken: 

1.  In  i  71.171  (27  FJl.  220-91,  Novem¬ 
ber  10,  1962)  the  Gustavus,  Alaska,  con¬ 
trol  zone  is  amended  to  read : 

Gustavus,  Alaska 

Wltnin  a  5-mlle  radius  of  Oustavus  Airport 
(latitude  58*25’S5"  N..  longitude  135*4a'50" 
W.) ,  and  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  Ous¬ 
tavus  RR  NW  course,  extending  from  the 
5-mlle  radius  zone  to  8  miles  NW  of  the  RR. 

2.  Section  71.181  (27  FJl.  220-139,  No¬ 
vember  10,  1962)  is  amended  by  adding 
the  following: 

Gv3tavus.  Alaska 

That  airspace  extending  upward  frcan  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  an  8-mlle  ra¬ 
dius  of  Sisters  Island.  Alaska,  VOB;  and  that 
airspace  extending  upward  from  1,2(X)  feet 
above  the  surface  within  22  miles  SW  and 
19  miles  NE  of  the  145*  and  325*  bearings 
from  the  Oustavus  RR,  extending  from  18 
miles  NW  to  48  miles  SE  of  the  RB. 


3.  Section  71.165  (27  FJl.  220-59,  No¬ 
vember  10. 1962)  is  amended  by  revoking 
the  following: 

Oustavus,  Alaska. 

These  amendments  shall  be(X)me  effec¬ 
tive  0001,  e.s.t..  S^tember  19,  1963. 

(Sec.  307(a).  72  Stat.  749;  49  UJ3.C.  1348) 


Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July  23, 
1963. 


W.  R.  Andrews, 
Acting  Chief, 

Airspace  Utilization  Division. 


[PR.  Doc.  63-7901;  RJled,  July  26.  1963; 
8:46  ajn.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  63-CE-18] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS  [NEW] 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone  and  Desig¬ 
nation  of  Transition  Area 

On  April  3.  1963,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (28  F.R.  3208)  stating  that 
the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  (FAA)  pro¬ 
posed  to  alter  the  Chanute,  Kans.,  con¬ 
trol  zone  and  designate  the  Chanute 
transition  area. 


Subsequent  to  the  publication  of  the 
notice,  the  FAA  has  determined  that  ref¬ 
erence  to  Caution  Area  C-198  is  not  re¬ 
quired  in  the  description  of  the  Chanute 
transition  area.  Action  taken  herein 
reflects  this  change. 

Interested  peiaons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
making  of  the  rules  herein  adopted,  and 
no  adverse  comments  were  received  re¬ 
garding  the  proposed  amendments. 

The  substance  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  having  been  published  and  for  the 
reasons  stated  in  the  notice,  the  follow¬ 
ing  actions  are  taken: 

1.  In  S  71.171  (27  F.R.  220-91,  Novem¬ 
ber  10,  1962) ,  the  Chanute,  Kans.,  con¬ 
trol  zone  is  amended  to  read: 

Chanute,  Kans. 

Within  a  5-mlle  radius  of  the  Martin  John¬ 
son  Airport,  Chanute,  Kans.  (latitude 
37*40'05"  N..  longitude  95'’29'00"  W.)  and 
within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  Chanute  VOR 
064*  radial,  extending  from  the  6-mlle  radliis 
zone  to  the  VOR. 

2.  Section  71.181  (27  FJl.  220-139, 
November  10,  1962)  is  amended  by  add¬ 
ing  the  following: 

Chanute,  Kans. 

Tliat  airspace  extending  upward  from  1,200 
feet  above  tbe  surface  within  8  mUes  SE 
and  12  miles  NW  of  the  Chanute  VOR  244* 
and  064*  radlals,  extending  from  12  miles 
SW  to  15  miles  NE  of  the  VOR. 

These  amendments  shall  beccxne  effec¬ 
tive  0001  e.s.t.,  October  17,  1963. 

(Sec.  307(a) ,  72  Stat.  749;  49  UR.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July 
22.  1963. 

H.  B.  Helstroh. 
Acting  Chief, 

Airspace  Utilization  Division. 

[P.R.  Doc.  63-7902;  Piled,  July  26,  1963; 
8:46  ajn.} 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  63-SW-71 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONf  ROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS  [NEW] 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone  and  Re¬ 
designation  of  Transition  Area 

On  March  28.  1963,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (28  FJl.  3054)  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  pro¬ 
posed  to  alter  the  Las  Vegas,  N..Mex., 
ccmtrol  zone  and  the  Las  Vegas  transi¬ 
tion  area. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  mak¬ 
ing  of  the  rules  herein  adopted,  and  no 
adverse  cmnments  were  received  regard¬ 
ing  the  proposed  amendments. 

The  substance  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  having  been  published,  and  for 
the  reasons  stated  in  the  notice,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  actions  are  taken: 

1.  In  §  71.171  (27  FJl.  220-91,  Novem¬ 
ber  10,  1962),  the  Las  Vegas,  N.  Mex., 
control  zone  is  amended  to  read: 

Las  Vegas,  N.  Mex. 

Wltbln  a  5-mlle  radius  of  the  Las  Vegas 
M\mlclpal  Airport  (latitude  35°39'25"  N., 
longitude  105*08'35"  W.)  and  within  2  miles 
each  side  of  the  Las  Vegas  VORTAC  215* 
radial,  extending  from  the  5-mlle  radius  zone 
to  8  miles  SW  of  the  VORTAC. 


2.  In  S  71.181  (27  FJl.  22(^139,  Novem¬ 
ber  10,  1962),  the  Las  Vegas.  N.  Mex., 
transition  area  is  amended  to  read: 

Las  Vegas,  N.  Mex. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  frcan  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  an  8-mlle 
radius  of  the  Las  Vegu  Mimclpal  Airport 
(latitude  35«38'25"  N.,  longitude  105<>08'35" 
W.) ,  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  Las  Vegas 
RR  SW  course,  extending  from  the  8-mile 
radius  area  to  8  miles  SW  of  the  RR;  and 
that  airspace  extending  upward  from  1,200 
feet  above  the  surface  within  10  miles  SE 
axid  7  miles  NW  of  the  Las  Vegas  VORTAC 
0350  and  215«  radlals,  extending  from  23 
mUes  NE  to  14  miles  SW  of  the  VORTAC. 

These  amendments  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  0001,  ejs.t.,  September  19, 1963. 

(Sec.  307(a).  72  Stat.  749;  49  UJB.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C..  on  July 
23,  1963. 

W.R.  Andrews, 

Acting  Chief, 

Airspace  Utilization  Division. 

[PR.  Doc.  63-7903;  Piled,  July  26,  1963; 

8:46  aju4 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  63-SW-lSl 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 

AND  REPORTING  POINTS  [NEW] 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone  and  Desig¬ 
nation  of  Transition  Area;  Revoca¬ 
tion  of  Control  Area  Extension 

On  April  3,  1963,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rule  nuking  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (28  F.R.  3209)  stating  that 
the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  proposed  to 
alter  the  Childress,  Tex.,  control  zone, 
designate  the  Chfldress  transition  area, 
and  revoke  the  Childress  control  area 
extension. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
making  of  the  rules  herein  adopted,  and 
no  adverse  comments  were  received  re¬ 
garding  the  proposed  amendments. 

The  sul^tance  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  having  been  published  and  for 
the  reasons  stated  in  the  notice,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  actions  are  taken: 

1.  In  §  71.171  (27  F.R.  226-91,  No¬ 
vember  10,  1962),  the  Childress,  Tex., 
control  zone  is  amended  to  read : 

Childress,  Tex. 

Within  a  5-mlle  radius  cd  the  Childress 
Mimlclpal  Airport  (latitude  S4*25'55"  N., 
longitude  100*17'45"  W.)  and  within  2  miles 
each  side  of  the  Childress  VOR  182*  radial, 
extending  from  the  5-mlle  radius  acme  to  8 
miles  S  of  the  VOR. 

2.  Section  71.181  (27  F.R.  220-139,  No¬ 
vember  10,  1962)  is  amended  by  adding 
the  foUovdng: 

Childress,  Tex. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  7-mlle  radius 
of  the  Childress  Mvmlclpal  Airport  (latitude 
34*25'55”  N.,  longitude  100*17'45"  W.);  and 
that  airspace  extending  upward  frcnn  1,200 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  20-mlle 
radius  of  the  CHiildress  Munlc4>al  Airport, 
and  within  10  miles  SE  and  7  miles  NW  of 
the  Childress  VOR  244*  radial,  extending 
from  the  20-mlle  radius  area  to  20  miles  SW 
of  the  VOR. 

3.  In  §  71.165  (27  FJl.  220-59,  Novem¬ 
ber  10,  1962) ,  the  Childress,  Tex.,  control 
area  extension  is  revoked. 


Saturday,  July  27,  1963 
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These  amendments  shall  become  ef¬ 
fective  0001,  e.s.t.,  November  14, 1963. 

(Sec.  307(a) ,  72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348) 


Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July 
23, 1963. 


W.  R.  Andrews, 
Acting  Chief, 

Airspace  Utilization  Division. 


[F.R.  Doc.  63-7904;  Plied,  July  26.  1963; 
8:46  a.m.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  62-WE-125] 

part  71— designation  of  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 

AND  REPORTING  POINTS  [NEW] 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone  and 
Transition  Area 

On  April  2,  1963,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (28  FJl.  3180)  stating  that 
the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  proposed  to 
alter  the  control  zone  and  transition 
area  at  El  Centro,  Calif. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
making  of  the  rules  herein  adopted,  and 
no  adverse  comments  were  received  re¬ 
garding  the  proposed  amendments. 

The  substance  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  having  been  published,  and  for 
the  reasons  stated  in  the  notice,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  actions  are  taken; 

1.  In  §  71.171  (27  FJa.  220-91,  Novem¬ 
ber  10,  1962),  the  £1  Centro,  Calif.,  con¬ 
trol  zone  is  amended  to  read: 

El  Centro,  CaUf. 

Within  a  5-mlle  radius  of  NAP  El  Centro 
(latitude  32*49'20"  N.,  longitude  115*40'15'' 
W.);  within  a  6-mlle  radliis  of  Imperial 
County  Airport,  El  Centro.  Calif,  (latitude 
32*60'10"  N..  longitude  116'’34'30''  W.); 
within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  El  Centro 
VORTAC  297*  radial,  extending  from  the 
NAP 'El  Centro  5-mlle  radius  zone  to  the 
VORTAC,  and  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the 
El  Centro  VORTAC  327*  radial,  extending 
from  the  Imperial  County  5-mlle  radius  zone 
to  the  VORTAC. 

2.  In  §  71.181  (27  FJl.  220-139,  No¬ 
vember  10,  1962) ,  the  £1  Centro,  Calif., 
transition  area  is  amended  to  read: 

El  Centro,  Calif. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  1,200 
feet  above  the  siirface  within  8  miles  each 
side  of  the  El  Centro  VORTAC  088*  and  268* 
radlals,  extending  from  15  miles  E  to  15 
miles  W  of  the  VORTAC,  and  within  15  miles 
W  and  5  miles  E  of  the  El  Centro  VORTAC 
360*  radial,  extending  from  the  VORTAC 
to  25  miles  N  of  the  VORTAC,  excluding  the 
portions  within  R-2510,  R-2512,  and  the  por¬ 
tion  under  the  Jurisdiction  of  Mexico. 

These  amendments  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  0001,  e.s.t.,  September  19,  1963. 

(Sec.  307 (-a),  72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July 
23. 1963. 

W.  R.  Andrews, 

Acting  Chief, 

Airspace  Utilization  Division. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-7905;  Filed.  July  26,  1963; 

8:46  ajn.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  62-WE-180] 

PART71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS  [NEW] 


Alteration  of  Control  Zone,  Revoca¬ 
tion  of  Control  Area  Extension  and 

Designation  of  Transition  Area 

On  April  5,  1963,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (28  F.R.  3355)  stating  that 
the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  proposed  to 
alter  the  Winslow,  Ariz.,  control  zone, 
revoke  the  Winslow  control  area  exten¬ 
sion  and  designate  the  Winslow  transi¬ 
tion  area. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
making  of  the  rules  herein  adopted,  and 
no  adverse  comments  were  received  re¬ 
garding  the  proposed  amendments. 

The  substance  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  having  been  published  and  for  the 
reasons  stated  in  the  notice,  the  follow¬ 
ing  actions  are  taken: 

1.  In  §  71.171  (27  FH.  220-91,  Novem¬ 
ber  10,  1962),  the  Winslow,  Ariz.,  con¬ 
trol  zone  is  amended  to  read: 

Winslow,  Ariz. 

Within  a  6-mlle  radius  of  Winslow  Mu¬ 
nicipal  Airport  (latitude  35*01'16"  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  110*43'15"  W.),  and  within  2  miles 
each  side  of  the  354*  bearing  from  the  Win¬ 
slow  RBN,  extending  from  the  6-mlle  radius 
zone  to  6  miles  N  of  the  RBN. 


2.  Section  71.181  (27  F.R.  220-139,  No¬ 
vember  10,  1962),  is  amended  by  adding 
the  following: 

Winslow,  Ariz. 

•  That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  9-mlle  radius 
of  Winslow  Municipal  Airport  (latitude 
35*01'15''  N.,  longitude  110*43'16"  W.); 
within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  Winslow 
VORTAC  314*  radial,  extending  from  the  9- 
mlle  radius  area  to  8  miles  NW  of  the 
VORTAC.  and  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the 
3541  bearing  from  the  Winslow  RBN.  extend¬ 
ing  from  the  9-mlle  radius  area  to  8  miles  N 
of  the  RBN;  and  that  airspace  extending  up¬ 
ward  from  1,200  feet  above  the  surface  with¬ 
in  10  miles  SW  and  13  miles  NE  of  the  Wins¬ 
low  VORTAC  154*  and  334*  radlals,  extend¬ 
ing  from  15  miles  NW  to  25  miles  SE  of  the 
VORTAC. 

3.  Section  71.165  (27  F.R.  220-59,  No¬ 
vember  10,  1962) ,  is  amended  by  revok¬ 
ing  the  following: 

Winslow,  Ariz. 


These  amendments  shall  become  effec 
tive  0001,  e.s.t.,  September  19,  1963. 

(Sec.  307(a),  72  Stat.  749;  49  UJ5.C.  1348) 


Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July  22, 
1963. 


H.  B.  Helstrom, 
Acting  Chief, 

Airspace  Utilization  Division. 


[FR.  Doc.  63-7906;  Plied,  July  26,  1963; 
8:46  a.m.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  62-WE-132] 

PART  71 —DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS  [NEW] 

Alteration  of  Control  Zones,  Designa¬ 
tion  of  Transition  Area  and  Revo¬ 
cation  of  Control  Area  Extension 

On  March  19.  1963,  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  rule  making  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (28  F.R.  2687)  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  pro¬ 
posed  to  alter  the  Reno,  Nev.  (Reno  Air¬ 
port)  and  Reno  (Stead  AFB)  control 
zones,  revoke  the  Reno  control  area  ex¬ 
tension  and  designate  the  Reno  transi¬ 
tion  area. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the 
making  of  the  rules  herein  adopted,  and 
no  adverse  comments  were  received  re¬ 
garding  the  proposed  amendments. 

The  substance  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  having  been  published  and  for  the 
reasons  stated  in  the  notice,  the  follow¬ 
ing  actions  are  taken: 

1.  In  §  71.171  (27  FJl.  220-91,  Novem¬ 
ber  10,  1962)  the  Reno,  Nev.  (Reno 
Municipal  Airport)  control  zone  is 
amended  to  read: 

Reno,  Nev.  (Reno  Municipal  Airport) 

Within  a  5-mile  radius  of  Reno  Municipal 
Airport  (latitude  39*30'02"  N.,  longitude 
119*46'07"  W.);  within  2  miles  each  side  of 
a  323*  bearing  from  the  Reno  LMM,  extending 
from  the  5-mile  radius  zone  to  4  miles  NW 
of  the  MM;  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the 
Reno  ILS  localizer  N  course,  extending  from 
the  5-mile  radixis  zone  to  the  Sparks,  Nev., 
RBN,  and  within  2  mUes  each  side  of  the 
Reno  TT.q  localizer  S  course,  extending  from 
the  5- mile  radius  zone  to  11  miles  S  of  the 
airport,  excluding  the  portion  within  the 
Reno  (Stead  AFB)  control  zone. 

2.  In  §  71.171  (27  F.R.  220-91,  Novem¬ 
ber  10,  1962),  the  Reno,  Nev.  (Stead 
AFB)  control  zone  is  amended  to  read: 

Reno,  Nev.  (Stead  AFB) 

Within  a  5-mile  radius  of  Stead  AFB  (lati¬ 
tude  39*40'26"  N.,  longitude,  119*62'40''  W.), 
from  30  minutes  prior  to  sunrise  to  0000 
hours,  local  time,  daily. 

3.  Section  71.181  (27  F.R.  220-139, 
November  10, 1962)  is  amended  by  adding 
the  following : 

Reno,  Nev. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  1,200 
feet  above  the  surface  within  a  45 -mile 
radius  of  the  Reno  VOR,  excluding  the  por¬ 
tions  W  of  longitude  120*19'00''  W.,  E  of 
longitude  119*00'00"  W„  and  within  R-4805; 
and  that  airspace  SW  of  Reno  within  22  miles 
N  and  13  miles  S  of  the  Lake  Tahoe,  Calif., 
VOR  090*  and  270*  radlals,  extending  from 
7  miles  E  to  35  miles  W  of  the  VOR. 

4.  Section  71.165  (27  F.R.  220-59, 
November  10,  1962)  is  amended  by  re¬ 
voking  the  following: 

Reno,  Nev. 

These  amendments  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  0001,  e.s.t.,  September  19, 1963. 

(Sec.  307(a),  72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348) 
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RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July 

22. 1963. 

H.  B.  Helstrom, 
Acting  Chief, 

Airspace  Utilization  Division. 

[P.R.  Doc.  63-7907;  PUed,  July  26.  1963; 
8:47  a.m.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  62-WE-160] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS  [NEW] 

Alteration  of  Control  Zone  and 
Transition  Area 

On  April  4.  1963,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (28  F.R.  3284)  stating  that 
the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  proposed  to 
alter  the  Paso  Robles,  Calif.,  control  zone 
and  transition  area. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  mak¬ 
ing  of  the  rules  herein  adopted,  and  no 
adverse  comments  were  received  re¬ 
garding  the  proposed  amendments. 

The  substance  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  having  been  published,  and  for 
the  reasons  stated  in  the  notice,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  actions  are  taken: 

1.  In  §  71.171  (27  F.R.  220-91,  Novem¬ 
ber  10,  1962).  the  Paso  Robles.  Calif., 
control  zone  is  amended  to  read: 

Paso  Robles,  Calif. 

Within  a  5-mlle  radius  of  Paso  Robles 
County  Airport  (latitude  35®40'16','  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  120»37'35''  W.) . 

2.  In  §  71.181  (27  P.R.  220-139,  No¬ 
vember  10.  1962) ,  the  Paso  Robles,  Calif., 
transition  area  is  amended  to  read: 

Paso  Robles,  Calif. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  2  miles  each 
side  of  the  Paso  Robles^  VOR  332*  and  342* 
radials,  extending  from'  the  arc  of  a  5-mile 
radius  circle  centered  on  the  Paso  Robles 
Coxmty  Airport  (latitude  35*40'15"  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  120*37'36"  W.)  to  10  mUes  NW  of  the 
VOR,  and  within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  Paso 
Robles  VOR  146*  radial,  extending  from  the 
arc  of  a  5-mile  radius  circle  centered  on  the 
Paso  Robles  County  Airport  to  8  miles  SE  of 
the  VOR;  and  that  aii^ace  extending  up- 
within  12  miles  NE  and  7  miles  SW  of  the 
ward  from  11200  feet  above  the  surface 
Paso  Robles  VOR  326*  and  146*  radials, 
extending  from  24  miles  NW  to  20  miles 
SE  of  the  VOR,  excluding  the  portion  within 
R-2504. 

These  amendments  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  0001,  e.s.t.,  September  19,  1963. 

(Sec.  307(a),  72  Stat.  749;  49  n.S.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July 
23.  1963. 

W.  R.  Andrews, 

Acting  Chief, 

Airspace  Utilization  Division. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-7906;  FUed,  July  26.  1963; 

8:47  ajn.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  60-HO-15] 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 

AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS  [NEW] 

Designation  and  Alteration  of  Federal 

Airways  and  Associated  Control 

Areas 

On  May  16,  1963,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  (28  F.R.  4919)  stating 
that  the  Federal  Aviation  Agency  pro¬ 
posed  to  alter  Hawaii  VOR  Federal  air¬ 
way  No.  1  and  designate  VOR  Federal 
airway  Nos.  16  and  17  in  Hawaii. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  mak¬ 
ing  of  the  rules  herein  adopted  and  no 
comments  were  received  regarding  the 
proposed  amendments. 

The  substance  of  the'  proposed  amend¬ 
ments  having  been  published  and  for 
the  reasons  stated  in  the  notice,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  actions  are  taken: 

1.  In  §  71.127  (27  F.R.  220-37,  Novem¬ 
ber  10,  1962)  V-1  HawaU  “Lanai  119* 
radials;’’  is  deleted  and  “Lanai  118°  ra¬ 
dials;’’  is  substituted  therefor. 

2.  In  §  71.127  (27  FJl.  220-37,  Novem¬ 
ber  10. 1962)  add: 

V-16  Hawaii  Fr(»n  Honolulu,  Hawaii,  via 
INT  of  Honolulu  179*  and  Lanai;  Hawaii, 
289*  radials;  Lanai;  Upolu  Point,  Hawaii; 
INT  of  Upolu  Point  108*  and  Hilo,  Hawaii, 
034*  radials;  to  Hilo.  The  airspace  within 
R-3104  shall  be  used  only  after  obtaining 
prior  approval  from  appropriate  authority. 

V-17  Hawaii  From  INT  of  Lanai,  Hawaii, 
118*  and  Maui.  Hawaii,  201*  radials  to  Maui. 
The  airspace  within  R-3104  shall  be  used 
only  after  obtaining  prior  approval  from 
appropriate  authority. 

These  amendments  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  0001  e.s.t.,  September  19,  1963. 

(Sec.  307(a).  1110,  72  Stat.  749,  800;  49  U.S.C. 
1348,  1510,  E.O.  10854,  24  FJt.  9565) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July 

22, 1963. 

H.  B.  Helstrom, 

Acting  Chief, 

Airspace  Utilization  Division. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-7909;  FUed,  July  26,  1963; 

8:47  ajn.] 


[Airspace  Docket  No.  63-WA-14J 

PART  71— DESIGNATION  OF  FEDERAL 
AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS  [NEW] 

Designation  of  Positive  Control  Area 

On  May  28.  1963,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  (28  FJl.  5271)  stating  that  the 
Federal  Aviation  Agency  (FAA)  proposed 
to  include  portions  of  the  airspace  from 
flight  level  240  to  and  including  flight 
level  600  which  are  under  the  jurisdiction 


of  the  Washington,  D.C.,  and  New  York 
air  route  traffic  control  centers  in  posi¬ 
tive  control  area.  This  area  is  to  be 
known  as  the  Eastern  positive  control 
area. 

The  Air  Transport  Association  of 
America  endorsed  this  proposal.  No 
other  comments  were  received. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  mak¬ 
ing  of  the  rule  herein  adopted  and  due 
consideration  has  been  given  to  all  rele¬ 
vant  matter  presented. 

The  substance  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  having  been  published,  and  for  the 
reasons  stated  in  the  notice,  the  follow¬ 
ing  action  is  taken: 

In  §  71.193  (27  FJl.  220-157.  November 
10, 1962)  the  following  is  added: 

Eastern  United  States 

That  airspace  within  the  continental  con¬ 
trol  area,  from  flight  level  240  to  and  In¬ 
cluding  flight  level  600,  boimded  by  a  line 
beginning  at:  latitude  42*12'00“  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  77*21'00''  W.;  thence  to  latitude  42*- 
21'00''  N.,  longitude  76*37'00"  W;  thence 
to  latitude  42*06'00''  N.,  longitude  73*26'30'' 
W.;  thence  to  latitude  41*47'00''  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  73*28'00''  W.;  thence  to  latitude  41*- 
20'00''  N.,  longitude  72*24*00"  W.;  thence 
to  latitude  41*07*00"  N.,  longitude  71*58*- 
00'*  W.;  thence  to  latitude  41*01*20"  N., 
longitude  71*50*45"  W.;  thence  south  via 
a  line  three  nautical  miles  from  the  main¬ 
land  to  latitude  33*58*30"  N.,  longitude  77  “- 
50*00"  W.;  thence  to  latitude  34*00*(X)**  N., 
longitude  78*07*00"  W.;  thence  to  latitude 
34*29*00"  N.,  longitude  78*45*00"  W.;  thence 
to  latitude  34*29*00"  N.,  longitude  79*15*00" 
W.;  thence  to  latitude  34*51*00"  N.,  longitude 
79*55*00"  W.;  thence  to  latitude .34*52*00"  N., 
longitude  80*10*20"  W.;  thence  to  latitude 
35*01*45"  N.,  longitude  80*02*00"  W.;  thence 
to  latitude  35*47*20"  N.,  longitude  79*31*00" 
W.;  thence  to  latitude  36*19*00"  N.,  longi¬ 
tude  79*16*00"  W.;  thence  to  latitude  36*- 
29*30"  N.,  longitude  79*26*30"  W.;  thence  to 
latitude  37*21*45"  N.,  longitude  80*31*30" 
W.;  thence  to  latitude  37*11*30"  N.,  longitude 
81*09*00"  W.;  thence  to  latitude  38*33*00** 
N.,  longitude  80*55*00"  W.;  thence  to  latitude 
39*17*30**  N..  longitude  79*51*00"  W.;  thence 
to  latitude  39*34*00"  N.,  longitude  78*58*00" 
W.;  thence  to  latitude  39*49*00**  N.,  longitude 
78*03*30"  W.;  thence  to  latitude  39*51*00" 
N.,  longitude  77*56*00"  W.;  thence  to  lati¬ 
tude  39*54*00"  N„  longitude  77*31*30"  W.; 
thence  to  latitude  40*12*00"  N.,  longitude 
77*35*00"  W.;  thence  to  latitude  40*20*00" 
N.,  longitude  77*35*00"  W.;  thence  to  lati¬ 
tude  40*51*00"  N.,  longitude  78*02*30"  W.; 
‘  thence  to  latitude  40*55*30"  N.,  longitude 
78*27*00"  W.;  thence  to  the  point  of 
beginning. 

This  amendment  shall  become  effective 
0001  ejs.t.,  September  19,  1963. 

(Sec.  307(a) .  72  Stat.  749;  49  U.S.C.  1348) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July 

23. 1963. 

W.  R.  Andrews, 
Acting  Chief, 

Airspace  Utilization  Division. 

[PR.  Doc.  63-7910;  Filed,  July  26,  1963; 
8:47  am.] 
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part  71— designation  of  federal 

AIRWAYS,  CONTROLLED  AIRSPACE, 
AND  REPORTING  POINTS  [NEW] 

Designation  of  Transition  Area 

On  May  15,  1963,  a  notice  of  proposed 
rule  making  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  (28  P.R.  4853)  stating  that  the 
Federal  Aviation  Agency  proposed  to 
designate  a  transition  area  at  Beaumont, 
Tex. 

Interested  persons  have  been  afforded 
an  opportunity  to  participate  in  the  mak¬ 
ing  of  the  rule  herein  adopted,  and  no 
adverse  comments  were  received  regard¬ 
ing  the  proposed  amendment. 

The  substance  of  the  proposed  amend¬ 
ment  having  been  published  and  for  the 
reasons  stated  in  the  notice,  the  follow¬ 
ing  action  is  taken: 

Section  71.181  (27  FJl.  220-139,  No¬ 
vember  10,  1962)  is  amended  by  adding 
the  following: 

Beaumont,  Tex. 

That  airspace  extending  upward  from  700 
feet  above  the  surface  within  2  miles  each 
side  of  the  Beaiunont  ILS  localizer  KW 
course,  extending  from  the  OM  to  8  miles  NW; 
within  2  miles  each  side  of  the  Beamnont  ILS 
localizer  SE  course,  extending  from  the  arc 
of  a  5-mile  radius  circle  centered  at  the  Jef¬ 
ferson  Ctounty  Airport  (latitude  29*67'05" 
N.,  longitude  94*01'10"  W.),  to  17  miles  SE 
of  the  approach  end  of  Runway  29;  and  with¬ 
in  2  miles  each  side  of  the  Beaumont  VOB 
244°  radial,  extending  from  the  VOR  to  8 
miles  SW;  and  that  airspace  extending  up¬ 
ward  from  14200  feet  above  the  surface  within 
a  25-mile  radius  of  latitude  29°64'40"'  N., 
longitude  94''02'40"  W. 

This  amendment  shall  become  effective 
0001,  e.s.t.,  September  19,  1963. 

(Secs.  307(a),  1110, 72  Stat.  749,800;  49  U.S.C. 
1348,  1510,  E.O.  10854,  24  FH.  9565) 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July  22, 
1963. 

H.  B.  Helstrom, 
Acting  Chief, 

Airspace  Utilization  Division. 

[P.R.  Doc.  63-7911;  Piled,  July  26.  1963; 

8:47  a.m.] 


.  Title  15— COMMERCE  AND 
FOREIGN  TRADE 

Chapter  III — Bureau  of  International 
Commerce,  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce 

SUBCHAPTER  B — EXPORT  REGULATIONS 

[9th  General  Rev.  of  Export  Regs.;  Arndt. 
PJi.  36] 

PART  399— POSITIVE  LIST  OF  COM¬ 
MODITIES  AND  RELATED  MATTERS 

Revision  of  Export  Regulations 

Section  399.1  Appendix  A — Positive 
List  of  Commodities,  Is  amended  In  the 
following  particulars: 

1.  The  following  commodities  are 
added  to  the  Positive  List: 


Dept,  of 
C<nn- 
meroe 
Schedule 
BNo. 

. 

C<Hnmodity  description 

i 

Unit 

! 

Processing 
code  and 
related 
commod¬ 
ity  group 

GLV 

dollar 

value 

limits 

i 

Vali¬ 

dated 

license 

re¬ 

quired 

Commodity 

lists 

30081, 

Colton  semitnanufactures 

Cotton  cuttings  and  rags,  new,  old,  or  used. 

Lb. 

TEXT  2 

1 

None 

RO 

300^. 

30412 

bearing  the  design  of  any  version  of  the 
American  flag.* 

Cotton  Tnanufaqluru 

All  flags  of  the  United  States  of  Ameri^  except 

1 

TEXT  2 

None 

RO 

through 

30870, 

30895, 

31990. 

33991, 

new  flags  having  60  stars;  and  used  or  reject 
cotton  cloth  bearing  the  design  of  any  version 
of  the  flag  of  the  United  States  of  America.* 

Vegetable  fibfrt  and  manufacturu 

All  flags  of  the  United  States  of  America,  except 

Lb. 

TEXT  2 

None 

j 

RO  j 

34998. 

36427, 

new  flags  having  60  stars;  and  used  or  reject 
linen  or  other  vegetable  fiber  cloth  bea^g 
the  design  of  any  version  of  the  flag  of  the 
United  States  of  America.*  * 

Wool  manufttctura 

All  fl^s  of  the  United  States  of  America,  except 

1 

1 

TEXT  2 

j 

i 

None  1 

RO 

* 

36899. 

37041, 

new  flags  having  60  stars;  and  used  or  reject 
wool  cloth  bearing  the  design  of  any  version  of 
the  flag  of  the  United  States  of  America.* 

Sak  and  manufacturet 

All  flags  of  the  United  States  of  America,  except 

1 

TEXT  2 

None 

RO 

37260, 

37990. 

38438, 

new  flags  having  60  stars;  and  used  or  reject 
silk  cloth  bearing  the  design  of  any  version  of 
the  flag  of  the  United  States  of  America.*  * 

Man-mode  fibert  and  manufaelwtt 

Used  or  reject  man-made  fiber  materials  bearing 

1 

TEXT  2 

i 

None 

RO 

38456, 

38464, 

38468, 

38470. 

38472, 

the  design  of  any  version  of  the  flag  of  the 
United  States  of  America.*  * 

Used  or  reject  man-made  fiber  materials  bearing 

1 

TEXT  2 

None 

RO 

38474. 

38590 

•  the  design  of  any  version  of  the  flag  of  the 
United  States  of  America.*  * 

All  flags  of  the  United  States  of  America,  except 

Lb. 

TEXT  2 

None 

RO 

3 

39990 

new  flags  having  60  stars.*  * 

MUedlaneont  textile  products' 

All  flags  of  the  United  States  of  America,  except 

Lb. 

TEXT  2 

None 

RO 

71270 

new  flags  having  50  stars;  and  used  or  reject 
materials  bearing  the  design  of  any  version  of 
the  flag  of  the  United  States  of  America.* 

Power  generating  machinery,  n.e.e. 

Farts  and  accessories,  n.e.e.,  specially  fabricated 
for  nuclear  reactors.  (Specify  by  name.)  [Ke- 
port  radiation  detection  and  measuring  instru¬ 
ments  in  91972.  Keport  pipe  assemblies  in 
77616.]  * » 

,  ELME7 

None 

i 

i 

RO 

A 

>  QusDtlty  should  be  reported  in  the  nnlt  specified  in  Sdiedule  B  for  the  ^pit^riate  Schedule  B  number. 

*  Tliese  eommodities  are  removed  from  the  list  of  commodities  which  may  be  exported  under  General  License 
GHE.  (See  {  371.61  of  this  chapter.) 

*  These  commodities  are  removed  from  the  list  of  commodities  which  may  be  exported  under  General  License 
GL8A.  (See  i  371.61  of  this  chapter.) 

*  On  or  after  September  3, 1968,  an  Import  Certificate  or  a  Hong  Kong  Import  Llemw  will  be  required  in  support 
of  a  license  application  covering  exports  of  this  commodity  to  the  countries  specified  in  1 373.2  of  this  chapter. 

*  Export  authorisation  from  the  Atomic  Ener^  Commission  is  required  for  nuclear  reactors,  even  when  such 
export  is  to  be  made  in  multiple  shipments,  or  when  some  of  the  parts  are  to  be  supplied  by  foreign  sources. 

2.  The  following  entries  set  forth  below  are  substituted  for  entries  presently  on 
the  Positive  List.  Where  the  Positive  List  contains  more  than  one  entry  under  a 
Schedule  B  number,  the  entry  to  be  superseded  is  identified  by  a  numerical  reference 
in  parentheses  following  the  commodity  descaiption  of  the  revised  entry: 


Dept,  of 
Com¬ 
merce 
Schedule 
B  No. 

Commodity  description 

Unit 

Processing 
code  and 
related 
commod¬ 
ity  group 

GLV 

dollar 

value 

limits 

Vali¬ 

dated 

license 

re¬ 

quired 

Commodity 

lists 

I 

20C30 

Rubber  (natural,  allied  gumo  and  lynthetiee)  and 
manufaetura 

Pneumatic  tires  and  casings: 

Aircraft  tires,  new  or  used’* . . . . 

No. 

RUBR2 

600 

RO 

E-2 

70999 

BSoetrieal  machinery  and  apparotut 

Electrical  apparatus,  n.e.e.,  and  parts,  n.e.c.: 
Neutron  generators  employing  the  electro- 

No. 

1  SATE  2 

None 

RO 

70909 

static  ao^er^ion  h^.** 

Parts  and  accessories,  n.e.c..  specially  fkbri- 
eated  for  betatrons,  synchrotroiis,  cyclotrons, 
■ynchrocyclotrons,  neutrem  generators  em¬ 
ploying  the  electrostatic  acceleration  of  ions, 
and  other  linear  accelerators.  (4)  >* 

otnotes  at  end  of  table. 

1  SATE  2 

None 

i 

1 

BO  ! 

1 

BeefO( 

1 
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Dept,  of 
Com¬ 
merce 
Schedule 
B  No. 

Commodity  descriptioii 

Unit 

Processing 
code  and 
related 
commod¬ 
ity  group 

OLV 

dollar 

value 

limits 

Vali¬ 

dated 

license 

re¬ 

quired 

Commodity 

lists 

S2999 

Chemical  speciaitiet 

Chemical  specialty  compounds,  n.e.c.: 
Lubricants  composed  wholly  of  fluorocarbon 
polymers  and  copoljuners.'^ 

Lb. 

RESN  3 

25 

RO 

A  E-3 

><The  reporting  requirements  are  removed. 

>*A  iseparate  entry  is  established;  these  commodities  are  presently  included  on  the  Positive  List  in  the  third 
entry  under  this  Schedule  B  number. 

>*Tbe  entry  is  revised  with  no  change  in  coverage. 

A  separate  entry  is  established;  these  commodities  are  presently  included  on  the  Positive  List  in  the  last  entry 
under  this  Schedule  B  number. 


This  amendment  shall  become  effec¬ 
tive  July  25,  1963,  except  that  with  re¬ 
spect  to  shipments  of  the  commodities 
removed  from  general  license  to  Country 
Group  R  or  Country  Group  O  destina¬ 
tions  as  a  result  of  the  changes  set  forth 
in  item  1  of  this  amendment,  which  were 
on  dock  for  lading,  on  lighter,  laden 
aboard  an  exporting  carrier,  or  in  transit 
to  a  port  of  exit  pursuant  to  actual  or¬ 
ders  for  export  prior  to  12:01  ajn.,  July 
25, 1963,  may  be  exported  under  the  pre¬ 
vious  general  license  provisions  up  to  and 
including  August  19,  1963.  Any  such 
shipment  not  laden  a^ard  the  exporting 
carrier  on  or  before  August  19,  1963  re¬ 
quires  a  validated  license  for  export. 

(Sec.  3,  63  Stat.  7;  50  n.S.C.  App.  2023;  E.O. 
10945,  26  F.R.  4487;  E.O.  11038,  27  FJl.  7003) 

Wilson  E.  Sweeney, 
Acting  Director, 
Office  of  Export  Control. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-7821;  Filed,  July  26,  1963; 

8:45  ajn.] 


Title  17— COMMODITY  AND 
SECURITIES  EXCHANGES 

Chapter  II — Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission 

PART  200— ORGANIZATION;  CON¬ 
DUCT  AND  ETHICS;  AND  INFORMA¬ 
TION  AND  REQUESTS 

Subpart  G— Plan  of  Organization  and 
Operation  EfFective  During  Emer¬ 
gency  Conditions 

Delegations  of  Authority 

Effective  upon  publication  In  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  subdivisions  (ii)  to  (v)  of 
subparagraph  (1)  of  paragraph  (c)  of 
§  200.203  are  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  200.203  Organization,  and  delega¬ 
tions  of  authority. 

***** 

(C)  •  •  * 

(1)  In  the  absence  or  incapacity  of 
the  Chairman  of  the  Commission  during 
an  emergency  of  the  nature  contemplated 
by  this  subpart,  the  authority  of  the 
Chairman  to  govern  the  affairs  of  the 
Commission  and  to  act  for  the  Com¬ 
mission,  as  provided  for  by  laws  and 
by  delegations  from  the  Commission, 
will  pass  to  the  surviving  successor  high¬ 
est  on  the  following  list  imtil  such  time 


as  a  duly  appointed  Chairman  of  the 
Commission  is  available: 

***** 

(ii)  The  General  Counsel. 

(iii)  The  director  of  the  Division  of 
Corporate  Regulation. 

(Iv)  The  Director  of  the  Division  of 
Corporation  Finance. 

(v)  The  Director  of  the  Division  of 
Trading  and  Exchanges. 

***** 

The  Commission  finds  that  the  fore¬ 
going  revision  involves  a  matter  of 
agency  organization  and  does  not  re¬ 
quire  notice  of  and  opportunity  for  com¬ 
ment  under  section  4  of  the  Administra¬ 
tive  Procedure  Act. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

July  22,  1963. 

[FJl.  Doc.  63-7921;  FUed,  JxUy  26,  1963; 

8:51  ajn.] 


Title  21— FOOD  AND  DRUGS 

Chapter  I — Food  and  Drug  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  Nealth,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare 

SUBCHAPTER  A — GENERAL 

PART  1— REGULATIONS  FOR  THE  EN¬ 
FORCEMENT  OF  THE  FEDERAL 
FOOD,  DRUG,  AND  COSMETIC  ACT 

Food;  Exemptions  From  Labeling 
Requirements 

In  the  Federal  Register  of  April  10, 
1963  (28  FJl.  3488),  the  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs  proposed  an  amend¬ 
ment  to  §  1.13  Food;  exemptions  from 
labeling  requirements  to  provide  for  the 
interstate  shipment  of  wrapped  fish 
fillets  intended  to  be  weighed  at  the  time 
of  sale  (or  before  being  placed  on  sale) . 

Thirty  days  were  announced  for  sub¬ 
mitting  views  and  comments  on  this  pro¬ 
posal,  and  of  43  such  comments  received 
39  were  generally  in  favor  and  four  were 
opposed.  The  Commissioner  concludes 
that  the  objections  based  on  the  diffi¬ 
culty  to  the  retailer  in  determining  a  cor¬ 
rect  tare  weight  to  allow  for  the  wrapper, 
were  well  taken,  and  that  the  order 
should  provide  a  clear-cut  means  where¬ 
by  the  retailer  is  informed  of  the  aver¬ 
age  weight  of  the  particular  wrappers 
used  by  the  packer.  This  could  be  ac¬ 


complished  by  requiring  that  such  aver¬ 
age  tare  weight  be  clearly  marked  on 
each  wrapper. 

Proponents  of  the  proposal  have  main¬ 
tained  that  the  majority  of  the  5-  and 
10-pound  packages  of  such  wrapped 
fillets  are  not  sold  to  retailers,  but  in¬ 
stead  are  marketed  to  institutional  users 
where  the  total  net  weight  of  the  con¬ 
tents  of  the  package  serves  to  comply 
with  the  terms  of  the  statute.  They 
maintain,  therefore,  that  to  require  ac¬ 
curate  weighing  of  each  package  at  the 
time  it  is  received  would  add  unnecessary 
expense,  and  further,  would  reduce  the 
quality  of  the  product,  since,  to  achieve 
a  set  weight,  it  would  be  necessary  to 
use  pieces  of  fillets.  It  appears  unrea¬ 
sonable  to  impose  a  requirement  which, 
for  the  major  portion  of  the  output  of 
the  product,  would  serve  no  useful  pur¬ 
pose.  It  is  reasonable  to  believe  that 
any  retailers  who  do  not  care  to  weigh 
the  individual  units  before  or  at  the 
time  of  sale  would  make  arrangements 
to  purchase  preweighted  imits. 

Upon  consideration  of  all  the  views  and 
comments  and  other  relevant  informa¬ 
tion,  the  Commissioner,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug, 
and  Cosmetic  Act  (secs.  403(e)(2),  405, 
701(a),  52  Stat.  1046  as  amended,  1049, 
1055;  21  U.S.C.  343(e)(2),  345,  371(a)), 
authority  vested  in  him  by  the  Secretary 
of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  (25 
F.R.  8625),  concludes  that  the  following 
amendment  to  the  regulations  should 
issue  by  adding  to  §  1.13  the  following 
new  paragraph  (g) : 

§  1.13  Food;  exemptions  from  labeling 

requirements. 

*  ♦  «  «  * 

(g)  (1)  Wrapped  fish  fillets  of  non- 
uniform  weight  intended  to  be  unpacked 
and  marked  with  the  correct  weight  at 
the  point  of  retail  sale  in  an  establish¬ 
ment  other  than  that  where  originally 
packed  shall  be  exempt  from  the  require¬ 
ment  of  section  403(e)  (2)  of  the  act  dur¬ 
ing  introduction  and  movement  in  inter¬ 
state  commerce  and  while  held  for  sale 
prior  to  weighing  and  marking.  Pro¬ 
vided,' That: 

(1)  The  outside  container  bears  a  label 
declaration  of  the  total  net  weight;  and 

(ii)  The  individual  packages  bear  a 
conspicuous  statement  “To  be  weighed 
at  time  of  sale”  and  a  correct  statement 
setting  forth  the  weight  of  the  wrapper; 
and 

Provided  further.  That  it  is  the  practice 
of  the  retail  establishment  to  weigh  and 
mark  the  individual  packages  with  a  cor¬ 
rect  net-weight  statement  prior  to  or  at 
the  point  of  retail  sale.  A  statement  of 
the  weight  of  the  wrapper  shall  be  set 
forth  so  as  to  be  readily  read  and  imder- 
stood,  using  such  term  as  "wrapper  tare 

_ ounce,"  the  blank  being  filled  in 

with  the  correct  average  weight  of  the 
wrapper  used. 

(2)  The  act  of  delivering  the  wrapped 
fish  fillets  during  the  retail  sale  without 
the  correct  net-weight  statement  shall 
be  deemed  an  act  which  results  in  the 
product’s  being  misbranded  while  held 
for  sale.  ^  Nothing  in  the  foregoing  shall 
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be  construed  as  requiring  net-weight 
statements  for  wrapped  fish  fillets  de¬ 
livered  into  institutional  trade  provided 
the  outside  container  bears  the  required 
information. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  upon  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

(Secs.  403(e)(2),  405,  701(a),  52  Stat.  1046 
as  amended,  1049,  1055;  21  n.S.C.  343(e)(2), 
345, 371(a)) 

Dated:  July  22,  1963. 

Geo.  P.  Larrick, 

Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

(P.R.  Doc.  63-7919;  PUed,  July  26,  1963; 
8:51  a.m.]> 


part  3— statements  of  general 

POLICY  OR  INTERPRETATION 

Gelsemium-Containing  Preparations 

Regarded  as  Prescription  Drugs 

Under  the  authority  vested  in  the 
Secretary  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare  by  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cos¬ 
metic  Act  (sec.  7Cl(a),  62  Stat.  1055; 
21  U.S.C.  371(a))  and  delegated  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs  by  the 
Secretary  (25  F.R.  8625),  and  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act  (sec.  3,  60  Stat.  238;  5 
U.S.C.  1002) ,  the  following  statement  of 
interpretation  is  issued: 

§  3.516  Gelsemium-containing  prepara¬ 
tions  regarded  as  prescription  drugs. 

It  is  the  consensus  of  informed  medical 
opi^on  that  the  margin  of  safety  be¬ 
tween  the  therapeutic  and  toxic  concen¬ 
tration  of  gelsemium  is  narrow  and  it  is 
difQcult  to  predict  the  point  at  which 
the  dose  will  be  toxic.  Very  small  doses 
may  cause  toxic  symptoms.  It  is  there¬ 
fore  the  view  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Ad¬ 
ministration  that  gelsemium  is  not  a 
proper  ingredient  in  any  product  that 
is  to  be  sold  without  prescription.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  any  drug  containing  gelsemi¬ 
um  will  be  regarded  as  misbranded  under 
section  603(b)(4)  of  the  Federal  Food, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  if  its  label  fails 
to  bear  in  a  prominent  and  conspicuous 
fashion  the  statement  “Caution:  Federal 
law  prohibits  dispensing  without  pre¬ 
scription.” 

(Secs.  503(b)(4),  701(a),  52  Stat.  1052  as 
amended  76  Stat.  785,  1055;  21  U.S.C.  371(a) ) 

Dated:  July  23, 1963. 

Geo.  P.  Larrick, 
Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

(PJl.  Doc.  63-7917;  PUed,  July  26,  1963; 

8:50  a.m.] 


SUBCHAPTER  C— DRUGS 

PART  146a— CERTIFICATION  OF  PEN¬ 
ICILLIN  AND  PENICILLIN-CONTAIN¬ 
ING  DRUGS 

Sodium  Oxacillin  Tablets 

Under  the  authority  vested  in  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare  by  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  507,  59  Stat.  463,  as 
amended;  21  U.S.C.  357)  and  delegated 
No.  146— Pt.  I - 3 


to  the  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
by  the  Secretary  (25  F.R.  8625) ,  the  reg¬ 
ulations  for  certification  of  penicillin 
and  penicillin-containing  drugs  are 
amended  by  changing  §  146a.l3(c)  (1)  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  146a.  13  Sodium  oxacillin  tablets. 

*  «  *  *  • 

(c)  •  *  * 

(1)  The  statement  “Expiration  date 

_ ,”  the  blank  being  filled  in  with 

the  date  that  is  12  months  after  the 
month  during  which  the  batch  was  certi¬ 
fied,  except  that  the  blank  may  be  filled 
in  with  the  date  that  is  18  months  after 
the  month  during  which  the  batch  was 
certified  if  the  person  who  requests 
certification  has  submitted  to  the  Com¬ 
missioner  results  of  tests  and  assays 
showing  that  after  having  been  stored 
for  such  period  of  time  such  drug  as 
prepared  by  him  complies  with  the 
standards  prescribed  by  paragraph  (a) 
of  this  section. 

Notice  and  public  procedure  and  de¬ 
layed  effective  date  are  not  necessary 
prerequisites  to  the  promulgation  of  this 
order,  and  I  so  find,  since  the  change 
cannot  be  applied  to  specific  products 
unless  and  until  the  manufacture^ 
thereof  has  supplied  adequate  data  re¬ 
garding  the  article  involved. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be 
effective  on  the  date  of  its  publication 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

(Sec.  507,  59  Stat.  463,  as  amended;  21  U.S.C. 
357) 

Dated:  July  23, 1963. 

Geo.  P.  Larrick, 

Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-7918;  Filed,  July  26,  1963; 

8:50  a.m.] 

Title  36— PARKS,  FORESTS, 
AND  MEMORIALS 

Chapter  II — Forest  Service,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture 

PART  241— WILDLIFE 
PART  261— TRESPASS 
Miscellaneous  Amendments 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in 
the  Secretary  of  Agriculture,  Regulations 
W-4  to  W-8.  inclusive,  T-7,  T-7»4,  and 
T-8  of  the  rules  and  regulations  gov¬ 
erning  the  occupancy,  use,  protection, 
and  administration  of  the  national  for- 
-ests,  which  constitute  §§  241.4  to  241.8, 
inclusive.  Part  241,  and  §§261.8,  261.7a 
and  261.9,  Part  261,  Chapter  II,  Title  36, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  are  hereby 
amended  or  revoked  as  follows: 

§§  241.4—241.8,  261.7a  [Revocation] 

Sections  241.4  Big  Levels  Refuge,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  241.5  Cherokee  Refuge  No.  1,  Ten- 
nesseee,  241.6  Noontootly  National  Game 
Refuge,  Georgia,  241.7  Hunting,  fishing, 
and  trapping,  241.8  Francis  Marion  Na¬ 
tional  Wildlife  Preserve,  South  Carolina, 
and  261.7a  Dogs  running  at  large  are 
revoked. 


Sections  261.8  Hunting  and  fishing, 
and  261.9  Restrictions  on  hunting  or 
fishing  within  the  boundaries  of  a  na¬ 
tional  refuge  are  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  261.8  Hunting,  trapping,  and  fishing. 

The  following  acts  are  prohibited  on 
lands  of  the  United  States  within  na¬ 
tional  forests: 

(a)  Hunting,  trapping,  fishing,  catch¬ 
ing,  molesting,  killing,  or  having  in  pos¬ 
session  any  kind  of  wild  animal,  bird, 
or  fish,  or  taking  the  eggs  of  any  such 
bird,  in  violation  of  the  laws  of  the 
State  in  which  such  land  is  situated. 

(b)  Carrying  or  having  possession  of, 
in  violation  of  the  laws  of  Uie  State  in 
which  such  land  is  situated,  firearms, 
other  implements  designed  to  discharge 
missiles  in  the  air,  or  imder  water  ca¬ 
pable  of  destroying  animal  life,  or  equip¬ 
ment  which  could  be  used  for  hunting, 
fishing,  or  trapping. 

(c)  Permitting  dogs  to  nm  at  large 
in  violation  of  the  laws  of  the  State  in 
which  such  land  is  situated. 

§  261.9  Restrictions  on  hunting,  trap¬ 
ping,  or  fishing  within  the  bound¬ 
aries  of  a  national  refuge. 

The  following  acts  are  prohibited  upon 
any  National  Forest  lands  embraced 
within  the  boundaries  of  a  national  game 
refuge  or  preserve  or  wildlife  preserve, 
established  by  or  under  authority  of  an 
act  of  Congress,  except  when  authorized 
by  or  under  the  authority  of  the  Chief, 
Forest  Service: 

(a)  Himting,  trapping,  fishing,  catch¬ 
ing,  molesting,  or  having  in  possession 
any  kind  of  game  or  wild  nongame  ani¬ 
mal,  bird,  or  fish,  or  taking  the  eggs  of 
any  such  bird. 

(b)  Carrying  or  having  possession  of 
firearms. 

(c)  Permitting  dogs  to  run  at  large, 
or  having  in  possession  dogs  not  in  leash 
or  confined. 

(30  stat.  35,  as  amended,  16  U.S.C.  551) 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  23d 
day  of  July  1963. 

.  John  A.  Baker, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-7960;  FUed,  July  26,  1963; 
8:59  ajn.] 

Title  30— PENSIONS,  DONUSES, 
AND  VETERANS’  RELIEF 

Chapter  I— Veterans  Administration 
PART  36— LOAN  GUARANTY 

Nondiscrimination  and  Equal  Oppor¬ 
tunity  in  Housing  Certification  Re¬ 
quirements 

A  new  §  36.4363  is  added  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  36.4363  Nondiscrimination  and  equal 
cqiportunity  in  housing  certification 
requirements. 

(a)  Any  request  for  a  Master  Certifi¬ 
cate  of  Reasonable  Value  on  proposed 
or  existing  construction,  and  any  request 
for  appraisal  of  individual  existing  hous- 
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ing  not  previously  occupied,  which  is  re¬ 
ceived  on  or  after  November  21,  1962, 
will  not  be  assigned  for  appraisal  prior 
to  receipt  of  a  certification  from  .the 
builder,  sponsor  or  other  seller,  in  the 
form  prescribed  by  the  Administrator, 
that  neither  it  nor  anyone  authorized  to 
act  for  it  will  decline  to  sell  any  property 
included  in  such  request  to  a  prospective 
purchaser  because  of  his  race,  color,  creed 
or  national  origin. 

(b>  (te  requests  for  ai^aisal  of  in¬ 
dividual  proposed  construction  received 
on  or  afto*  Novonber  21,  1962,  the  pre¬ 
scribed  nondiscrimination  certification 
.win  be  required  if  the  builder  is  to  sell 
the  veteran  the  lot  on  which  the  dwelling 
is  to  be  constructed,  but  will  not  be 
required  if: 

(1)  The  veteran  owns  the  lot;  or 

(2)  The  lot  is  being  acquired  by  the 
veteran  from  a  seUer  other  than  the 
builder  and  there  is  no  identity  of  in¬ 
terest  between  the  builder  and  the  seHer 
of  the  lot. 

(c)  Each  builder,  sponsor  or  other 
seller  requesting  aimroval  of  site  and  sub¬ 
division  planning  shall  be  required  to 
furnish  a  certification,  in  the  form  pre¬ 
scribed  by  the  Administrator;  that 
neither  it  nor  anyone  authorized  to  act 
for  it  will  decline  to  sell  any  property 
included  in  such  request  to  a  prospective 
purchaser  because  of  his  race,  color, 
creed,  or  national  origin.  Site  and  sub¬ 
division  anal3rsis  will  not  be  commenced 
by  the  Veterans  Administration  prior  to 
receipt  of  such  certification. 

(73  Stat.  1114;  38  UJ3.C.  210) 

This  VA  Regulation  is  effective  upon 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Approved:  July  24,  1963. 

By  direction  of  the  Administrator. 

[seal]  W.  J.  Driver, 

Deputy  Administrator. 

[P.R.  Doc,  63-7939;  PUed  July  26,  1963; 
8:M  ajn.] 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 

ntle  47— TOECOMMUNICATION 

Chapter  I — Federal  Communications 
Commission 

[Docket  No.  14661;  RM-227] 

PART  3— RADIO  BROADCAST 
SERVICES 

Use  of  Automatic  Logging  Devices 

The  Commission’s  Memorandum  Opin¬ 
ion  and  Order  (PCC  63-644)  in  the 
above-entitled  matter,  adopted  by  the 
Commission  on  July  10,  1963,  and  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  July 
18,  1963  (28  F.R.  7378),  is  hereby  cor¬ 
rected  by  deleting  the  parenthetical  ma¬ 
terial  in  §8  3.93(e),  3.265(e),  and  3.565 
(e)  so  that  those  sections  read  as  follows: 

§  3.93  Operator  requirements. 

*  *  •  *  * 

(e)  At  all  standard  broadcast  stations, 
a  complete  inspection  of  all  transmitting 
equipment  in  use  shall  be  made  by  an 
operator  holding  a  valid  radiotelephone 
first-class  operator  license  at  least  once 
each  day,  5  days  each  week,  with  an 
interval  of  no  less  than  12  hours  between 
successive  inspections.  This  inspection 
shall  include  such  tests,  adjustments, 
and  repairs  as  may  be  necessary  to  in¬ 
sure  operation  in  conformance  with  the 
provisions  of  this  subpart  and  the  cur¬ 
rent  instrument  of  authorization  for  the 
station. 

•  »  *  *  * 

§  3.265  Operator  requirements. 

*  *  *  *  .  * 

(e)  At  all  FM  broadcast  stations,  a 
complete  inspection  of  all  transmitting 
equipment  in  use  shall  be  made  by  an 
operator  holding  a  valid  radiotelephone 
first-class  operator  license  at  least  once 
each  day,  five  days  each  week,  with  an 


interval  of  no  less  than  12  hours  between 
successive  inspections.  This  inspection 
shall  Include  such  tests,  cuijustments, 
and  repairs  as  may  be  necessary  to  Insure 
operation  in  conformance  with  the  pro- 
visicms  of  this  subpart  and  the  current 
instrument  of  authorization  for  the 
station. 

*  *  *  *  * 

§  3.565  Operator  requirements. 

***** 

(e)  At  all  noncommercial  educational 
FM  broadcast  stations,  a  complete  in¬ 
spection  of  all  transmitting  equipment 
in  use  shall  be  made  by  an  operator  hold¬ 
ing  a  valid  radiotelei^one  first-class 
operator  license  at  least  once  each  day, 
5  days  each  week,  with  an  interval  of  no 
less  than  12  hours  between  successive 
inspections.  This  inspection  shall  in¬ 
clude  such  tests,  adjustments,  and  re¬ 
pairs  as  may  be  necessary  to  insure 
operation  in  conformance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  subpart  and  the  current 
instrument  of  authorization  for  the  sta- 
ti(«i:  Provided,  That  if  the  transmitter 
power  output  is  in  excess  of  10  watts  but 
not  greater  than  1  kw,  an  operator  hold¬ 
ing  a  radiotelephone  second-class  oper¬ 
ator  license  may  perform  the  required 
inspection:  Provided,  further.  That  If  the 
transmitter  power  output  is  10  watts  or 
less,  no  such  daily  inspection  need  be 
made,  although  this  shall  in  no  way 
relieve  such  stations  from  the  duty  to 
operate  in  conformance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  subpart  and  the  current 
instrument  of  authorization. 

Released:  July  23, 1963. 

Federal  Communications 
CoMiassiON, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[FR.  Doc.  63-7944;  Filed,  July  26,  1963; 
8:56  am.] 
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Proposed  Rule  MaKing 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Internal  Revenue  Service 
[  26  CFR  Part  1  1 

INCOME  TAX;  CERTAIN  MUTUAL 
INSURANCE  COMPANIES 

Notice  of  Hearing 

Proposed  amendments  to  the  regula¬ 
tions  under  sections  821-826,  831,  832, 
841,  1016,  and  1201  of  the  Code,  relating 
to  the  taxation  of  mutual  fire  and  casu¬ 
alty  insurance  companies,  were  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  for  June  19, 
1963. 

A  public  hearing  on  these  proposed 
amendments  to  the  regulations  will  be 
held  on  Tuesday,  August  13,  1963,  at 
10:00  a.m.,  e.d.s.t.,  in  room  3313,  Internal 
Revenue  Building,  12th  and  Constitution 
Avenue  NW.,  Washington,  D.C. 

Persons  who  plan  to  attend  the  hear¬ 
ing  are  requested  to  notify  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Internal.  Revenue,  Atten¬ 
tion:  Technical  Planning  Division, 
Washington  25,  D.C.,  by  August  9,  1963. 

[seal]  Maurice  Lewis, 

Director,  Technical  Planning 
Division,  Internal  Revenue  Service. 

[PJl.  Doc.  63-7985;  Piled,  July  26,  1963; 

8:69  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
[  7  CFR  Part  51  1 

UNITED  STATES  STANDARDS  FOR 
GRADES  OF  ALMONDS  IN  THE 
SHELL 

Notice  of  Proposed  •  Rule  Making 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture  is  con¬ 
sidering  the  revision  of  United  States 
Standards  for  Almonds  in  the  Shell  (7 
CFR  51.2075  to  51.2090)  pursuant  to  the 
authority  contained  in  the  Agricultural 
Marketing  Act  of  1946  (Secs.  203-205, 
60  Stat.  1087,  as  amended;  1090  as 
amended;  7  U.S.C.  1622, 1624) . 

All  persons  who  desire  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  data,  views  or  arguments  for  con¬ 
sideration  in  connection  with  the  pro¬ 
posed  standards  should  file  the  same  with 
the  Chief,  Fresh  Products  Standardiza¬ 
tion  and  Inspection  Branch,  Fruit  and 
Vegetable  Division,  Agricultural  Market¬ 
ing  Service,  United  States  Department 
of  Agriculture,  South  Building,  Wash¬ 
ington  25,  D.C.,  not  later  than  August 
15, 1963. 

Statement  of  considerations  leading  to 
the  proposal  to  revise  the  standards.  A 
review  of  the  current  United  States 
Grade  Standards  for  Almonds  in  the 
Shell  shows  the  need  for  certain  changes 


to  bring  them  in  line  with  customary 
industry  packing  and  marketing  prac¬ 
tices.  In  accordance  with  its  policy  of 
making  improvements  in  grade  stand¬ 
ards  to  increase  their  effectiveness  and 
make  them  more  valuable  to  the  trade, 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Service  pro¬ 
poses  certain  changes  with  respect  to 
defect  tolerances  and  definitions  of  terms 
in  the  grade  standards  for  Almonds  in 
the  Shell. 

Note:  Packing  of  the  product  in  conform¬ 
ity  with  the  requirements  of  these  standards 
shall  not  excuse  failure  to  comply  with  the 
provision^,  of  the  Federal  Pood,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  or  with  applicable  State  laws 
and  regulations. 

The  principal  changes  in  the  proposed 
revision  are  as  follows:  A  category  of 
serious  damage  would  be  added. 

Definitions  of  serious  damage  by  gum 
and  by  shriveling,  which  are  not  in  the 
present  standards,  would  be  added. 
Almonds  containing  kernels  which  are 
seriously  damaged  by  gum  or  shriveling 
would  be  included  with  those  having 
other  serious  kernel  defects  and  would 
be  counted  against  the  5  percent  re¬ 
stricted  tolerance  for  serious  defects. 
The  current  standards  permit  these 
serious  stages  of  gumminess  or  shriveling 
to  be  counted  against  a  10  percent  toler¬ 
ance  for  kernel  defects. 

A  definition  of  “damage  by  insects” 
would  replace  the  current  definition  of 
“insect  injury.”  No  tolerance  would  be 
provided  for  almonds  containing  live 
insects. 

A  number  of  minor  changes  would  be 
made  for  clarification  wiUiout  changing 
the  grade  requirements. 

The  proposed  revision  is  as  follows: 

Subpart — United  States  Standards  for 
Grades  of  Almonds  in  the  Shell 


Sec. 

51.2075 

Grades 

U.S.  No.  1. 

51.2076 

U.S.  No.  1  Mixed. 

61.2077 

U.S.  No.  2. 

61.2078 

U.S.  No  2  Mixed. 

61.2079 

Unclassified 

Unclassified. 

61.2080 

Application  of  Tolerances 

Application  of  tolerances. 

51.2081 

Determination  of  Grade 

Determination  of  grade. 

51.2082 

Definitions 

Similar  varietal  characteristics. 

51.2083 

Clean. 

51.2084 

Pairly  bright. 

51.2085 

Pairly  uniform  color. 

51.2086 

Well  dried. 

61.2087 

Decay. 

51.2088 

Rancidity. 

61.2089 

Damage. 

61.2090 

Serious  damage. 

51.2091 

Thickness. 

Authobitt:  St  61.2076  to  61.2091  issued 
under  secs.  203-205,  60  Stat.  1087,  as  amended, 
1090  as  amended;  7  V.S.C.  1622,  1624. 


Grades 

§  51.2075  U.S.  No.  1. 

“U.S.  No.  1”  consists  of  almonds  in  the 
shell  which  are  of  similar  varietal  char¬ 
acteristics  and  free  from  loose  hulls, 
pieces  of  shell,  chaff,  and  foreign  ma¬ 
terial.  The  shells  are  clean,  fairly 
bright,  fairly  uniform  in  color,  and  free 
from  damage  caused  by  discoloration, 
adhering  hulls,  broken  shells  or  other 
means.  The  kernels  are  well  dried,  free 
from  decay,  rancidity  and  insects,  and 
free  from  damage  caused  by  insects, 
mold,  gum,  skin  discoloration,  shriveling, 
brown  spot  or  other  means. 

(a)  Unless  otherwise  specified,  the 
almonds  are  of  a  size  not  less  than  2%4 
of  an  inch  in  thickness. 

(b)  In  order  to  allow  for  variations  in¬ 
cident  to  proper  grading  and  handling, 
the  following  tolerances  shall  apply: 

(1)  For  external  (.shell)  defects.  10 
percent,  by  count,  for  almonds  which 
fail  to  meet  the  requirements  of  this 
grade  other  than  for  variety  and  size; 

(2)  For  dissimilar  varieties.  5  per¬ 
cent,  by  count,  including  not  more  than 
one-fifth  of  this  amount,  or  1  percent, 
for  bitter  almonds  mixed  with  sweet 
almonds; 

(3)  For  size.  5  percent,  by  count,  for 
almonds  which  are  smaller  than  riie 
specified  minimum  thickness; 

(4)  For  loose  hulls,  pieces  of  shell, 
chaff  and  foreign  material.  2  percent, 
by  weight,  including  not  more  than  one- 
half  of  this  amount,,  or  1  percent,  which 
can  pass  through  a  round  opening  2%^ 
inch  in  diameter;  and, 

(5)  For  internal  (kernel)  defects.  10 
percent,  by  count,  for  almonds  whose 
kernels  fail  to  meet  the  grade  require¬ 
ments:  Provided,  That  not  more  than 
one-half  of  this  amount,  or  5  percent, 
are  almonds  with  kernels  affected  by 
decay  or  rancidity,  or  damaged  by  in¬ 
sects  or  mold,  or  seriously  damaged  by 
gum  or  shriveling:  Provided,  further. 
That  no  tolerance  is  permitted  for  al¬ 
monds  containing  live  insects. 

§  51.2076  U.S.  No.  1  Mixed. 

“U.S.  No.  1  Mixed”  consists  of  almonds 
in  the  shell  which  meet  the  requirements 
of  U.S.  No.  1  grade,  except  that  two  or 
more  varieties  of  sweet  almonds  are 
mixed. 

§  51.2077  U.S.  No.  2. 

“U.S.  No.  2”  consists  of  almonds  in  the 
shell  which  meet  the  requirements  of 
U.S.  No.  1  grade,  except  ^at  an  addi¬ 
tional  tolerance  of  20  percent  shall  be 
allowed  for  almonds  with  shells  damaged 
by  discoloration. 

§  51.2078  U.S.  No.  2  Mixed. 

“U.S.  No.  2  Mixed”  consists  of  almonds 
in  the  shell  which  meet  the  requirements 
of  U.S.  No.  2  grade,  except  that  two  or 
more  varieties  of  sweet  almonds  are 
mixed. 


7675 


7676 


PROPOSED  RULE  MAKING 


Unclassified  ^ 

§  51.2079  Unclassified. 

“Unclassified”  consists  of  almonds  in 
the  shell  which  have  not  been  classified 
in  accordance  with  any  of  the  foregoing 
grades.  The  term  “unclassified”  Is  not 
a  grade  within  the  meaning  of  these 
standards  but  is  provided  as  a  designa¬ 
tion  to  show  that  no  (tefinite  grade  has 
been  applied  to  the  lot. 

Application  of  Tolerances 
§  S1.20d0  Application  of  tolerances. 

The  tolerances  for  the  foregoing 
grades  are  to  be  applied  to  the  entire 
lot  of  almonds,  based  upon  a  composite 
sample  drawn  from  containers  through¬ 
out  the  lot. 

Dsterminatiom  of  Grade 
§  51.2081  Determination  of  grade. 

The  inspection  sample  shall  be  graded 
as  follows:  First,  determine  the  percent¬ 
age  of  loose  sh^.  pieces  of  shell,  chaff 
and  foreign  material,  on  the  basis  of 
weight.  Second,  detenuine  the  percent¬ 
age  of  nuts  which  are  of  dissimilar  va¬ 
rieties,  undersize  or  have  defective  hulls, 
on  the  ba^  of  a  counted  portion  of  the 
total  sample.  Finally,  crack  the  same 
nuts  in  the  counted  portion  of  the  sam¬ 
ple,  and  determine,  on  the  basis  of  count, 
the  perc^tage  of  nuts  having  internal 
defects. 

Definitions 

§  51.2082  Similar  varietal  characteris* 
tics. 

“Similar  varietal  characteristics” 
means  that  the  almonds  are  similar  in 
shape,  and  are  reasonably  uniform  in 
degree  of  hardness  of  the  shells,  and  that 
Utter  almonds  are  not  mixed  \dth  sweet 
almonds.  For  example,  hard-shelled  va¬ 
rieties,  semi-soft  shelled  varieties,  soft- 
shelled  varieties,  and  paper-shellM  va¬ 
rieties  are  not  mixed  together,  nor  are 
any  two  of  these  types  mixed  under  this 
definition. 

§  51.2083  Uemn. 

“Clean”  means  that  the  shell  is  prac¬ 
tically  free  from  dirt  and  other  foreign 
material. 

§51.2084  Fairly  bright. 

“Fairly  Uright”  means  that  the  shells 
show  good  characteristic  color. 

§  51w!085  Fiurly  oniform  coIot. 

“Fairly  uniform  color”  means  that  the 
shells  do  not  show  excessive  variation  in 
color. 

§51.2086  WeU  dried. 

“Well  dried”  means  that  the  kernel  is 
firm  and  brittle,  not  pliable  or  leathery. 

§  51.2087  Decay. 

“Decay”  means  a  condition  in  which 
part  or  all  of  the  kwnel  has  become 
putrid  or  decomposed. 

§  51.2088  Rancidity. 

“Rancidiiy”  means  that  the  kernel  is 
noticeably  rancid  to  the  taste. 

§  51.2089  Damage. 

“Damage”  means  any  specific  defect 
described  in  this  section;  or  any  equally 


objectionable  variation  of  any  one  of 
these  defects,  or  any  other  defect,  or 
any  c(»nbinatioii  of  defects  which  ma- 
teriiQly  detracts  from  the  appearance  or 
the  edible  or  shipping  quality  of  the  al¬ 
mond  or  of  the  lot.  The  following  de¬ 
fects  shall  be  considered  as  damage ; 

(a)  Nuts  containing  insects,  remnants 
of  insects,  web  or  frass,  or  with  kernels 
showing  distinct  evidence  of  insect  feed¬ 
ing; 

(b)  l^scoloration  of  the  shell  which 
is  medium  gray  to  black  and  affects  more 
than  one-eighth  of  the  surface  in  the 
aggregate.  Normal  variations  of  a  red¬ 
dish  or  brownish  color  shall  not  be  con¬ 
sidered  discoloration; 

(c)  Adhering  hulls  which  cover  more 
than  5  percent  of  the  shell  surface  in 
the  aggregate; 

(d)  Broken  shells  when  a  portion  of 
the  shell  is  missii^,  or  the  shell  is  broken 
or  fractured  to  the  extent  that  moderate 
pressure  will  permit  the  kernel  to  be- 
CMne  dislodged; 

(e)  Mold  which  is  attached  to  the  ker¬ 
nel,  except  when  white  or  gray  and 
easily  rubbed  off  with  the  finger; 

(f)  Gum  which  is  shiny  and  resinous 
and  covers  more  than  one-eighth  ot  the 
surface  of  the  kernel; 

(8)  Skin  discoloration  when  more 
than  one-half  of  the  surface  of  the  ker¬ 
nel  is  affected  by  very  dark  or  black 
stains  contrasting  with  the  natural  color 
of  the  skin; 

(h)  Shriveling  when  the  kernel  is  ex¬ 
cessively  thin  or  when  less  than  three- 
fourths  of  the  pellicle  is  filled  with  meat. 
An  almond  containing  two  kernels  shall 
not  be  classed  as  damaged  if  either  ker¬ 
nel  has  more  than  three-fourths  of  the 
pellicle  filled  with  meat; 

(i)  Brown  spot  which  affects  an  ag¬ 
gregate  area  mi  the  kernel  greater  than 
the  area  of  a  circle  one-eighth  inch  in 
diameter. 

§51.2090  Serious  damage. 

“Serious  damage”  means  any  specific 
defect  described  in  this  section;  or  any 
equally  objectionable  variation  of  any 
one  of  these  defects,  or  any  other  defect, 
or  any  combination  of  defects  which  seri¬ 
ously  detracts  from  the  appearance  or 
the  edible  or  shipping  quality  of  the 
almond.  The  following  defects  shall  be 
considered  as  serious  damage: 

(a)  Gum  which  is  shiny  and  resinous 
and  covers  more  than  one-half  of  the 
surface  of  the  kernel;  and, 

(b)  Shriveling  when  less  than  one- 
third  of  the  pellicle  is  filled  with  meat. 
An  almond  containing  two  kernels  shall 
not  be  classed  as  seriously  damaged  if 
either  kernel  has  more  than  one-third 
of  the  pellicle  filled  with  meat. 

§  51.2091  Thickness. 

“Thickness”  means  the  greatest  di¬ 
mension  between  the  two  semifiat  sur¬ 
faces  of  the  shell  measured  at  right 
angles  to  a  plane  extending  between  the 
seams  of  the  shell. 

Dated:  July  24,  1963. 

Linley  E.  Juers, 
Acting  Deputy  Administrator, 
Marketing  Services. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-7957;  FUed,  July  26,  1968; 
8:59  am.] 


[  7  CFR  Part  948  ] 

IRISH  POTATOES  GROWN  IN 
COLORADO— AREA  NO.  2 

Notice  of  Proposed  Expenses  and 
Rate  of  Assessment 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Agriculture  is  considering  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  expenses  and  rate  of  as¬ 
sessment  hereinafter  set  forth  which 
were  recommended  by  the  area  commit¬ 
tee  for  Area  No.  2  established  pursuant 
to  Maiketing  Agreement  No.  97,  as 
amended,  and  Order  No.  948,  as  amended 
(7  CFR  Part  948)  regulating  the  handling 
of  Irish  potatoes  grown  in  the  State 
of  Colorado  and  issued  under  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937.  as  amended  (7  UB.C.  601-674). 

Consideration  will  be  given  to  any 
data,  views,  or  arguments  pertaining 
thereto  which  are  filed  with  the  Director, 
Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division,  Agricul¬ 
tural  Mariieting  Service,  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Washington 
2S,  D.C..  not  later  than  10  days  following 
publication  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register.  The  proposals  are  as  follows: 

§  948.244  Expenses  and  rate  of  assess¬ 
ment. 

(a)  The  reasonable  expenses  that  are 
likely  to  be  incurred  by  the  area  commit¬ 
tee  for  Area  No.  2.  established  pursuant 
to  Marketing  Agreement  No.  97  and  Or¬ 
der  No.  948.  both  as  amended,  to  enable 
such  committee  to  perform  its  functions 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  afore¬ 
said  amended  agreement  and  order  dur¬ 
ing  the  fiscal  period  ending  May  31, 1964, 
will  amount  to  $13,499.85. 

(b)  The  rate  of  assessment  to  be  paid 
by  each  handler  in  Area  No.  2  pursuant 
to  Marketing  Agre^nent  Na  97  and 
Order  No.  948,  both  as  amended,  shall  be 
$0.002415  per  hundredweight  of  potatoes 
handled  by  him  as  the  first  handler 
thereof  during  said  fiscal  period. 

(c)  Terms  used  in  this  section  shall 
have  the  same  meaning  as  when  used 
in  Marketing  Agreement  No.  97,  as 
amended,  and  this  part. 

(Bees.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  July  23,  1963. 

Floyd  F.  Hedlund, 
Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division,  Agricultural  Mar~ 
keting  Service. 

[P.R.  Doc.  63-7922;  Piled,  July  26,  1963; 

8:51  a.m.] 


[  7  CFR  Part  948  1 

IRISH  POTATOES  GROWN  IN 
COLORADO— AREA  NO.  3 

Notice  of  Proposed  Expenses  and 
Rate  of  Assessment 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Agriculture  la  considering  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  expenses  and  rate  of 
assessment  hereinafter  set  forth  which 
were  recommended  by  the  area  commit¬ 
tee  for  Area  No.  3  established  pursuant 
to  Marketing  Agreement  No.  97,  as 
amended,  and  Order  No.  948,  as  amended. 


Saturday,  July  27,  1963 


FEDERAL  REGISTER 


7677 


(7  CFR  Part  948)  regulating  the  han¬ 
dling  of  Irish  potatoes  grown  in  the  State 
of  Colorado  and  issued  under  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601-674) . 

Consideration  will  be  given  to  any 
data,  views,  or  arguments  pertaining 
thereto  which  are  filed  with  the  Direc¬ 
tor,  Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division,  Agri- 
cultmal  Marketing  Service,  United 
States  Department  of  Agriculture,  Wash¬ 
ington  25,  D.C.,  not  later  than  10  days 
following  publication  of  this  notice  in 
the  Federal  Register.  The  proposals 
are  as  follows: 

§  94^.243  Expenses  and  rate  of  assess* 
ment. 

(a)  The  reasonable  expenses  that  are 
likely  to  be  incurred  by  the  area  com¬ 
mittee  for  Area  No.  3,  established  pur¬ 
suant  to  Marketing  Agreement  No.  97 
and  Order  No.  948,  both  as  amended,  to 
enable  such  committee  to  perform  its 
functions  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
the  aforesaid  amended  agreement  and 
order  during  the  fiscal  period  ending 
May  31,  1964,  will  amount  to  $3,125.00. 

(b)  The  rate  of  assessment  to  ^  paid 
by  each  handler  in  Area  No.  3  pursuant 
to  Marketing  Agreement  No.  97  and  Or¬ 
der  No.  948,  both  as  amended,  shall  be 
$0.00125  per  hundredweight  of  potatoes 
handled  by  him  as  the  first  handler 
thereof  during  said  fiscal  period. 

(c)  Terms  used  in  this  section  shall 
have  the  same  meaning  as  when  used 
in  Marketing  Agreement  No.  97,  as 
amended,  and  this  part. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Dated:  July  23,  1963. 

Floyd  F.  Hedlund, 
Director,  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division,  Agricultural  Mar¬ 
keting  Service. 

[PJR.  Doc.  63-7923;  Plied,  J\Uy  26.  1963; 

8:51  am.] 


ATOMIC  ENERBY  COMMISSION 

[  10  CFR  Part  40  1 

LICENSING  OF  SOURCE  MATERIAL 

Exemption  of  Uranium  in  Fire 
Detection  Units 

The  Commission  has  received  a  peti¬ 
tion  for  rule  making  (PRM-40-5)  filed 
by  Electra-Tronics,  Inc.,  Cocoa,  Florida, 
requesting  that  the  Commission’s  regu¬ 
lation  “Licensing  of  Source  Material,” 
10  CFR  Part  40,  be  amended  to  exempt 
from  licensing  requirements  persons  re¬ 
ceiving,  possessing,  using  or  transferring 
specified  smstll  quantities  of  natural 
uranium  incorporated  in  fire  detection 
units. 

The  Commission  has  given  careful  con¬ 
sideration  to  this  petition  and  considers 
it  desirable  and  consistent  with  radiation 
safety  to  grant  the  exemption.  The 
Comimssion  has  found  that  the  posses¬ 
sion  and  use  in  the  United  States  of  the 
quantity  of  source  material  in  the  prod¬ 
uct  for  which  the  exemption  is  sought  are 
not  of  significance  to  the  common  defense 


and  security,  wd  ttiat  such  activities 
can  be  conducted  witoout  reasonable 

hazard  to  life  or  property.  _ 

The  proposed  amendment  to  10  CFR 
Part  40  set  forth  below  would  exempt 
from  the  licensing  requirements  of  Part 
40  the  receipt,  possession,  use,  transfer^ 
and  import  into  the  United  States  of 
uremium  contained  in  detector  heads  for 
use  in  fire  detection  units,  provided  that 
not  more  than  0.005  microcurie  of 
uranium  is  contained  in  each  detector 
head.  This  proposed  exemption  would 
appear  in  a  new  paragraph  (d)  of  §40.13. 
It  should  be  noted  that  this  proposed 
exemption  would  not  authorize  the  man¬ 
ufacture  of  any  detector  head  contain¬ 
ing  uranium.  Manufacture  would  have 
to  be  authorized  by  Commission  specific 
or  general  license  or  similar  license  from 
an  agreement  state.^ 

Section  150.15(a)  (6)  of  10  CFR  Part 
150  provides  that  persons  in  Agreement 
States  are  not  exempt  from  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  licensing  and  other  regulatory 
controls  with  respect  to  “The  transfer 
of  possession  or  control  by  the  manu¬ 
facturer,  processor,  or  producer  of  any 
equipment,  device,  commodity,  or  other 
product  containing  source,  byproduct,  or 
special  nuclear  material,  intended  for 
use  by  the  general  public.”  The  Com¬ 
mission  has  determined  that  the  fire  de¬ 
tector  unit  is  a  product  intended  for  use 
by  the  general  public.  Accordingly,  the 
transfer  of  possession  or  control  by  a 
manufacturer  of  a  fire  detection  unit 
containing  uranium  would  not  be  subject 
to  the  licensing  and  regulatory  authority 
of  an  Agreement  State  even  though  the 
imit  is  manufactmed  pursuant  to  an 
Agreement  State  license. 

Pursuant  to  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended,  and  the  Administra¬ 
tive  Proceduce  Act  of  1946,  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  adoption  of  the  follow¬ 
ing  amendment  of  10  CFR  Part  40  is  con¬ 
templated.  All  interested  persons  who 
desire  to  submit  written  comments  or 
suggestions  in  connection  with  the  pro¬ 
posed  amendment  should  send  them  to 
the  Secretary,  United  States  Atomic 
Energy  Commission,  Washington  25, 
D.C.,  within  60  days  after  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 
Comments  received  after  that  period  will 
be  considered  if  it  is  practicable  to  do  so, 
but  assurance  of  consideration  cannot 
be  given  except  as  to  comments  filed 
within  the  period  specified.. 

A  new  paragraph  (d)  is  added  to 
§  40.13  to  read  as  follows: 

§  40.13  Unimportant  quantities  o  f 

source  material. 

***** 

(d)  Any  person  is  exempt  from  the 
regulations  in  this  part  and  from  the  re¬ 
quirements  for  a  license  set  forth  in  Sec¬ 
tion  62  of  the  Act  to  the  extent  that  such 
person  receives,  possesses,  uses,  trans¬ 
fers,  or  imports  into  the  United  States 
uranium  contained  in  detector  heads  for 


*  The  general  license  in  §  40.22  authorizes 
the  possession  and  iise  of  fifteen  pounds  of 
source  material  at  any  one  time  by  commer¬ 
cial  and  industrial  firms  for  commercial 
purposes  with  a  total  possession  limit  of  150 
poimds  of  source  material  in  any  one 
calendar  year. 


use  in  fire  detection  units,  provided  that 
each  detector  head  contains  not  more 
than  0.005  microcurie  of  uranium.  The 
exemption  in  this  paragraph  does  not 
authorize  the  manufacture  of  any  de¬ 
tector  head  containing  uranium. 

(Sec.  161,  68  Stat.  948;  42  U.S.C.  2201) 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  18th  . 
day  of  July  1963. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Woodford  B.  McCool, 

Secretary. 

(P.R.  Doc.  63-7897;  Piled,  JtUy  26,  1963; 
8:45  am.] 


[  10  CFR  Part  115  1 

PROCEDURES  FOR  REVIEW  OF  CER¬ 
TAIN  NUCLEAR  REACTORS  EX¬ 
EMPTED  FROM  LICENSING  RE¬ 
QUIREMENTS 

Provisional  Construction 
Authorizations 

Statement  of  considerations.  At  page 
12915  of  the  Federal  Register,  Decem¬ 
ber  29,  1962,  the  Commission  published 
amendments  to  10  CFR  Part  50,  “Li¬ 
censing  of  Production  and  Utilization 
Facilities,”  designed  to  identify  the  prin¬ 
cipal  elements  of  the  safety  determina¬ 
tion  which  the  Commission  makes  when 
it  issues  a  provisional  construction  per¬ 
mit.  In  consonance  with  the  purpose  of 
10  CFR  Part  115,  which  is  to  establish 
procedures  and  requirements  for  certain 
license-exempt  nuclear  reactors  parallel¬ 
ing  those  established  for  nuclear  facili¬ 
ties  subject  to  licensing,  the  Commission 
now  proposes  to  adopt  parallel  amend¬ 
ments  for  Part  115.  'The  proposed  Part 
115  amendments  follow  the  correspond¬ 
ing  provisions  of  the  Part  50  amend¬ 
ments,  with  such  minor  drafting  changes 
as  are  appropriate  to  adapt  them  to  the 
reactor  projects  subject  to  Part  115,  but 
no  substantive  change  is  intended. 

The  following  proposed  amendments  to 
§  115.24  would  permit  the  Commission 
to  issue  a  provisional  construction  au¬ 
thorization  even  though,  at  the  time  of 
issuance,  certain  technical  information 
may  be  missing  or  there  may  exist  un¬ 
resolved  safety  questions  relating  to  cer¬ 
tain  design  features,  if  there  is  reasona¬ 
ble  assurance  that  the  information  will 
be  furnished  and  that  such  safety  ques¬ 
tions  will  be  satisfactorily  resolved  before 
construction  of  the  facility  is  completed. 

Pursuant  to  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended,  and  the  Administra¬ 
tive  Procedure  Act  of  1946,  notice  is  here¬ 
by  given  that  adoption  of  the  following 
amendments  of  10  CFR  Part  115  is  con¬ 
templated.  All  interested  persons  who 
desire  to  submit  written  comments  on 
and  suggestions  for  consideration  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  proposed  amendments 
should  send  them  to  the  Secretary, 
United  States  Atomic  Energy  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington  25,  D.C..  within  30  days 
after  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register.  Comments  received 
after  this  period  wfil  be  considered  if 
it  is  practicable  to  do  so.  but  assurance 
of  consideration  cannot  be  given  except 
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as  to  comments  filed  within  the  period 
q;>ecified. 

Section  115^4  of  Part  115.  10  CFR,  is 
ammded  to  read  as  follows: 

§  115.24  Issuance  of  provisional  con¬ 
struction  authorizations. 

(a)  When  an  applicant  has  not  sup¬ 
plied  Initially  an  of  the  technical  In¬ 
formation  required  to  complete  the  iq;>- 
plication  and  sui^rt  the  isaxance  of  a 
construction  authorization  which  ap- 
prores  all  proposed  design  features,  the 
Commission  may  issue  a  proyisional  con¬ 
struction  authorization  if  the  Cmnmis- 
sion  finds  that  (1)  the  applicant  has  de¬ 
scribed  the  proposed  deidgn  of  the  facil¬ 
ity,  including,  but  not  limited  to,  the 
principal  architectural  and  engineering 
ciiteiia  for  the  design,  and  has  identi¬ 
fied  the  major  features  or  components 
on  which  further  techniral  information 
is  required;  (2)  the  omitted  technical 
information  will  be  supplied;  (3>  the 
applicant  has  proposed,  and  there  will 
be  conducted,  a  research  and  develop¬ 
ment  program  reasonably  designed  to 
resolve  the  safety  questions,  if  any,  with 
respect  to  those  features  or  components 
which  require  research  and  develop¬ 
ment;  and  that  (4)  on  the  basis  of  the 
foregoing,  there  is  reasonable  assurance 
that  (i)  such  safety  questions  ^will  be 
satisfactorily  resolved  at  or  before  the 
latest  date  stated  in  the  application  for 
conmletimi  of  construction  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  facility  and  (ii>  taJung  into  con- 
sideraticm  the  site  criteria  contained  in 
Part  100  of  this  chapter,  the  proposed 
facility  can  be  cmistructed  and  (gxerated 
at  the  pr(4X>sed  location  wlthmit  imdue 
risk  to  the  health  and  safety  of  the 
public. 

(b)  A  provisional  construction  author¬ 
ization  will  authorize  the  iqiplicant  to 
proceed  with  construction  but  will  not 
ccHxstitute  Commission  approval  of  the 
safety  of  any  design  feature  m  specifica¬ 
tion  unless  the  amilicant  specifically  re¬ 
quests  such  approval  and  such  approval 
is  incorporated  in  the  authorization. 
The  applicant,  at  his  (^tion.  may  request 
such  approvals  in  the  provisional  con¬ 
struction  authorization  or,  from  time  to 
time,  by  amendment  of  his  constructimi 
authorization.  The  Commission  may,  in 
its  discretion,  incorporate  in  any  pro¬ 
visional  construcUon  authorization  pro¬ 
visions  requiring  the  applicant  to  furnish 
periodic  reports  of  the  progress  and  re¬ 
sults  of  research  and  development  pro¬ 
grams  designated  to  resolve  safety 
questions. 

(c)  Any  construction  authorization 
will  be  subject  to  the  limitation  that  an 
operating  authorization  for  the  facility 
will  not  be  issued  by  the  Commission 
until  (1)  the  applicant  has  submitted  to 
the  Commission,  by  amendment  to  the 
iqjplication,  the  complete  final  hazards 
summary  report,  portions  of  which  may 
be  submitted  and  evaluated  from  time 
to  time,  and  (2)  the  Commission  has 


found  that  the  final  design  provides 
reasmiable  assurance  that  the  health 
and  safety  of  the  public  will  not  be  en¬ 
dangered  by  operation  of  the  facility  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of  the 
operating  authorization  and  the  regula¬ 
tions  in  this  chapter. 

(Sec.  161.  68  8tat.  948;  49  UA.a  2201) 

Dated  this  15th  day  of  July  1963,  at 
Washington,  D.C. 

For  the  Atomic  Energy  Commission. 

Woodford  B.  McOool, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-7898;  PUed,  July  26,  1963; 
8:45  am.] 

FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[  47  CFR  Port  3  1 

[Docket  No.  15038] 

RADIO  BROADCAST  SERVICE 

Order  Extending  Time  for  Filing  Reply 
Comments 

In  the  matter  of  amendment  of  Part 
3 — Radio  Broadcast  Services — to  pro¬ 
scribe  the  “simplex”  Uansmlssion  of  sub¬ 
scriber  background  music  by  FM  Broad¬ 
cast  Stations,  and  to  make  related 
clumges  (including  the  proscription  of 
superaudiUe  ccmtrol  signals  except  as 
specifically  authorized  the  Commis¬ 
sion  and  simplifiction  of  SCA  logging 
requirements) ;  Docket  No.  15028. 

'  1.  On  July  5,  1963,  a  “Request  for  Ad¬ 
ditional  Time  To  File  Reply  Comments” 
was  entered  in  this  proceeding  on  behalf 
of  Functkmal  Music,  Inc.,  licensee  of 
Radio  Station  WFMF,  Chi^o.  Illinois. 
An  extaisicm  through  August  1,  1963, 
is  requested  to  enable  the  movant  to  ex¬ 
amine  all  matCTial  of  record. 

2.  Inasmuch  as  the  Commission’s  rules 
do  not  provide  direct  service  of  com¬ 
ments  in  rule-making  proceedings,  the 
requested  extension  appears  to  be  war¬ 
ranted. 

3.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  This  17th 
day  of  July  1963,  that  the  July  8  dead¬ 
line  for  the  filing  of  reply  comments  in 
this  proceeding  is  hereby  ext^ded 
through  August  1,  1963:  And  it  is  fur¬ 
ther  ordered.  That  the  above-mentioned 
request  is  granted. 

4.  Authority  for  the  action  taken  here¬ 
in  is  contained  in  sections  4(i)  and  303 
(r)  of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934, 
as  amended,  and  in  §  0.241(d)  (8)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules. 

Released:  July  23,  1963. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[PJl.  Doc.  63-7945;  Piled.  July  26,  1963; 

8;56  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

(Classification  No.  34.  C-083523] 

COLORADO 

Small  Tract  Classification:  Revocation 
July  23, 1963. 

1.  Pursuant  to  the  authority  delegated 
to  me  by  the  Colorado  State  Director  of 
the  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  effec¬ 
tive  February  19,  1968  (23  PH.  1098), 
Colorado  Small  Tract  Classification  No. 
34,  appearing:  as  FH.  Doc.  59-6380  on 
page  6246  of  the  issue  for  August  4, 1959, 
is  hereby  revoked  as  to  the  following 
lands: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian,  Colorado 

T.  1  N.,  R.  71  W., 

Sec.  17,  Lots  84,  85.  88.  91.  92; 

Sec.  18,  Lots  90  and  123; 

Sec.  20.  Lots  62,  67.  60.  62.  74.  87.  88. 

The  areas  described  total  66.36  acres. 
Lots  84,  85,  88,  91  and  92  of  Section  17, 
and  Lot  90  of  Section  18,  are  patented. 
The  remaining  lots  are  as  shown  on  plats 
of  resurvey  and  partial  subdivision  ac¬ 
cepted  March  13. 1963  and  comprise  por¬ 
tions  of  the  following  lots  as  shown  on 
supplemental  plats  accepted  January  21, 
1953  (Section  20) ,  and  segregation  dia¬ 
gram  dated  May  27,  1903  (Section  18), 
and  March  6,  1903  (Section  20),  upon 
which  the  original  small  tract  classifica¬ 
tion  was  based: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian,  Colorado 

T.  1  N.,  R.  71  W.. 

Sec.  18,  Lot  44; 

Sec.  20.  Lots  1.  3.  4.  12.  17  and  46. 

2.  The  public  lands  affected  by  this  or¬ 
der  are  hereby  restored  as  of  10:00  a.m., 
August  27,  1963,  to  the  operation  of  the 
public  land  laws,  subject  to  valid  existing 
rights,  and  the  requirements  of  applica¬ 
ble  laws,  niles  and  regulations. 

J.  Elliott  Hall, 
Chief,  Lands  and  Minerals. 

IF.R.  Doc.  63-7938;  FUed,  July  26.  1963; 
8:66  a.in.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Maritime  Administration 
LYKES  BROS.  STEAMSHIP  CO.,  INC. 
Notice  of  Modification  to  Application 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  Lykes  Bros. 
Steamship  Co.,  Inc.,  has  filed  a  modi¬ 
fication  to  its  application  for  waiver  un¬ 
der  the  provisions  of  section  804  of  the 
Merchant  Marine  Act,  1936,  as  amended, 
for  permission  to  funilsh  agency  serv¬ 
ices  under  a  sub-agency  arrangement 
with  Delta  Steamship  Lines,  Inc.,  to  for¬ 
eign-flag  vessels  of  the  Booth  Steamship 
Company,  Ltd.,  at  United  States  Oulf 


Notices 


Coast  ports,  without  solicitation  on  be¬ 
half  of  the* foreign-flag  operator. 

The  application  as  modified  requests 
permission  to  furnish  agency  services, 
under  a  sub-agency  arrangement  with 
Delta  Steamship  lines,  Inc.,  to  fOreign- 
flag  vessels  of  Booth  Steamship  Com¬ 
pany,  Ltd.,  and  Lamport  &  Holt  Line, 
Ltd.,  at  United  States  Gulf  Coast  ports, 
without  solicitation  or  booking  of  cargo 
on  behalf  of  the  foreign-flag  operators. 

This  notice  supersedes  the  notice  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  on  June 
20,  1963  (28  FH.  6363)  with  respect  to 
application  of  Lykes  Bros.  Steamship  Co., 
Inc.,  for  permission  which  was  limited 
to  furnishing  agency  services  at  United 
States  Gulf  Coast  ports  to  foreign-flag 
vessels  of  Booth  Steamship  Company, 
Ltd. 

Any  person,  firm  or  corporation  having 
an  interest  in  the  modification  to  such 
application  who  desires  to  offer  views 
and  comments  thereon  for  consideration 
by  the  Maritime  Administrator,  should 
submit  same  in  writing,  in  triplicate,  to 
the  Secretary,  Maritime  Administration, 
Washington,  D.C.,  by  the  close  of  busi¬ 
ness  on  August  6,  1963.  The  Maritime 
Administrator  will  consider  these  views 
and  comments  and  take  such  action  with 
respect  thereto  as  may  be  deemed 
appropriate. 

Dated:  July  23.  1963. 

By  order  of  the  Maritime  Adminis¬ 
trator. 

James  S.  Dawson,  Jr., 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-7927;  FUed.  July  26.  1963; 

8:62  a.m.] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH.  EDU¬ 
CATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Office  of  Education 

CONSTRUCTION  OF  NONCOMMER¬ 
CIAL  EDUCATIONAL  TELEVISION 
BROADCAST  FACILITIES 

Acceptance  for  Filing  of  Applications 

for  Federal  Financial  Assistance 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  effective 
wiUi  this  publication  the  following  de¬ 
scribed  applications  for  Federal  financial 
assistance  in  the  construction  of  non¬ 
commercial  educational  television  broad¬ 
cast  facilities  are  accepted  for  filing  in 
accordance  with  45  CFR  60.7 : 

San  Mateo  Junior  College  District. 
College  of  San  Mateo,  San  Mateo.  Cali¬ 
fornia,  File  No.  13,  for  the  establishment 
of  a  new  noncommercial  educational 
television  broadcasting  station  operating 
on  channel  14,  San  Mateo.  California. 

Regents  for  the  University  System  of 
Georgia,  Athens,  Georgia,  File  No.  14,  to 
expand  the  facilities  of  the  noncommer¬ 
cial  educational  television  broadcasting 


station  WGTV  operating  on  channel  8, 
Athens,  Georgia. 

Any  Interested  person  may,  pursuant 
to  45  CFR  60.8,  within  30  calendar  days 
from  the  date  of  this  publication,  file 
comments  regarding  the  above  applica¬ 
tions  with  the  Director,  Educational 
Television  Facilities  Program,  UB.  Office 
of  Education.  Washington  25,  D.C. 

(76  Stat.  64.  47  U.S.C.  390) 

Charles  N.  Zellers, 
Acting  Director,  Educational 
Television  Facilities  Pro¬ 
gram,  V.S.  Offlce  of  Educa¬ 
tion. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-7937;  Filed,  July  26,  1963; 
8:55  a.in.] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  DOARD 

[Docket  No.  11278;  Order  E-19860] 

PAN  AMERICAN  WORLD  AIRWAYS, 
INC. 

Order  of  Investigation 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  24th  day  of  July  1963. 

Reduced  freight  rates  between  New 
York  and  San  Juan  proposed  by  Pan 
American  World  Airways,  Inc.,  Docket 
No.  11278  et  al. 

By  tariff  revisions  marked  to  become 
effective  July  27,  1963,  Pan  American 
World  Airways,  Inc.  (PAA) ,  proposes  re¬ 
ductions  in  general  and  specific  commod¬ 
ity  rates,  in  both  directions,  between 
New  York,  New  York,  and  San  Juan, 
Puerto  Rico.  The  proposed  general  com¬ 
modity  rates  represent  reductions  from 
the  present  rates  of  one-half  to  three 
cents  per  pound,  varying  among  weight 
breaks,  and,  without  exception,  meet 
the  currently  effective  rates  of  Riddle  up 
to  the  10,000  pound  minimum  weight;  the 
proposed  specific  commodity  rates  rep¬ 
resent  reductions  from  present  rates  and 
are  below  competition  by  two  to  three 
cents  per  pound.  The  proposed  specific 
commodity  rates  bear  an  expiration  date 
of  January  27,  1964. 

Add  Air  Freight,  Inc.  (Add) ,  and  Al¬ 
lied  Air  Freight  International  Corp.  (Al¬ 
lied),  air  freight  forwarders  active  in 
the  Puerto  Rican  market,  and  Riddle 
Airlines.  Inc.  (Riddle)^  have  filed  com¬ 
plaints  requesting  investigation  and  sus¬ 
pension  of  the  proposed  specific  com¬ 
modity  rates.  In  summary,  the  com¬ 
plaints  allege  that  the  proposed  rates 

(1)  will  apply  to  over  90  percent  of  the 
total  freight  transported  in  the  market; 

(2)  are  substantially  below  the  level  of 
rates  of  all  other  direct  carriers  and 


1  Riddle  filed  a  timely  telegraphic  protest, 
but  did  not  formally  confirm  its  complaint 
within  the  time  limit  prescribed  by  the 
Board’s  Rules  of  Practice  in  Economic  Pro¬ 
ceedings  (14  CFR  302.605) . 
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will  substantially  reduce  rates  and  rev¬ 
enues  in  the  market  by  introducing  at 
100  poimds  a  rate  previously  not  appli¬ 
cable  at  less  than  5.000  pounds;  (3)  will 
decimate  the  available  rate  spread  for 
forwarders  in  this  market;  (4)  are  not 
necessary  or  justifiable  to  meet  eom- 
petitkm;  (5>  will  upset  the  market, 
which  has  become  stabilized  since  the 
rate  wan  of  several  years  ago;  (6>  are 
fallactousiy  related  to  available  tpace  in 
BAA’S  “Thrift  Class’*  Jet  passenger  serv¬ 
ice;  and  (7)  rq?resent  simply  another 
attempt  by  PAA  to  preciptote  a  rate 
war  in  this  area.  In  addition.  Add  al¬ 
leges  that  PAA  has  failed  to  comply  with 
the  Board’s  Economic  Regulations  (14 
CPB  221.165)  in  that  it  filed  its  sup¬ 
porting  data  eiidit  days  after  its  tariff 
filing,  and  states  that  it  is  significant 
that  the  filing  is  just  one  day  prior  to 
the  effectiveness  of  a  more  stringent  re¬ 
vision  to  this  regulation.*  PAA,  in  a 
statement  supporting  its  filing,  and  in  an 
answer  to  the  foregoing  complaints, 
states  that  (1)  the  proposed  general 
commodity  rate  reductions  simply  meet 
the  currently  effective  comjpetiUve  rates 
of  Riddle,  as  well  as  Add;  (2)  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  the  proposed  reduced  spe<^flc 
commodity  rates  is  to  develop  additional 
air  cai^o  to  be  carried  on  combination 
passenger/cargo  jet  flights  by  offering 
lower  rates  to  the  public;  (3)  recent  re¬ 
ductions  by  Riddle  for  volume  shipments 
jiave  diverted  vast  quantities  of  cargo 
previously  carried  by  PAA  and  as  a  re¬ 
sult.  the  available  capacity  via  PAA  has 
doubled  and  a  stimulus  is  needed  to 
develop  additional  traffic;  (4)  these  rates 
look  to  smirces  (of  traffic)  which  do  not 
presently  utilise  air  trsmsportation;  and 
(5)  the  proposed  rates  are  econcunical 
and  will  provide  PAA  with  the  revenue 
necessary  to  continue  low  passenger 
rates.  PAA  acknowledges  that  its  pro¬ 
posed  rates  will  undercut  existing  for¬ 
warder  rates,  but  contends  that  the  for¬ 
warders  have  ample  leeway  for  reduc¬ 
tions  within  the  framework  of  Riddle’s 
voliune  rates,  and  that  such  forwarder 
rate  reductions  would  allegedly  further 
stimulate  the  air  cargo  market 
Upon  consideration  of  the  complaints 
and  otlier  matters  of  record,  the  Board 
flnds  that  the  proposed  speciflc  com¬ 
modity  rate  reductkms  by  PAA  may  be 
unjust  or  unreasonable,  or  unjustly  dis¬ 
criminatory,  or  unduly  preferential,  or 
unduly  prejudicial,  and  should  be  in¬ 
vestigated.  PAA’s  proposal  would  reduce 
the  mresent  forwarder  margin  on  spe¬ 
ciflc  commodity  traffic  from  4  cents  per 
pound  to  1  cent  per  pound  in  the  north¬ 
bound  market;  similarly,  the  south¬ 
bound  margin  would  be  reduced  from 
4^  cents  per  pound  to  2  cents  per  pound. 
The  filing  is  admittedly  iMsed  on  the 
diversion  of  traffic  which  has  occurred 
since  the  effectiveness  of  Riddle’s  new 
volume  general  commodity  rates,  whieh 
also  bear  an  expiration  date  (December 
31,  1963)  and  which  are  currently  under 
investigation  in  Docket  1127^  supra. 
We  shall  consolidate  the  investigation 
instituted  herein  into  the  investigation 


*  Amendment  16  to  Part  ?21,  Reg.  ER-388, 
eflective  June  28, 1963. 


pending  in  Docket  11278  et  al..  New 
York-San  Juan  Cargo  Rates  Investiga¬ 
tion,  embracing  numerous  rates  in  that 
area. 

However,  we  have  decided  not  to  sus¬ 
pend  the  proposals,  but  to  permit  them 
to  became  ^ective  pending  investiga- 
tioQ.  This  decision  is  based  on  our  de¬ 
sire  to  encourage  rate  experhnentatiop 
by  earrios,  and  the  relatively  shcM*t  peri¬ 
od  of  the  specific  comuKidity  rate  offer¬ 
ings.  With  the  operation  of  more  mod¬ 
em  equipment  in  these  markets,  it  is  our 
view  that  the  proposed  rates  may  well 
stimulate  the  growth  of  traffic.  Never¬ 
theless,  we  do  not  intend  to  permit  air 
freight  rates  to  fall  bdow  ecmiomic 
levels.  Neither  will  we  tolerate  an  in- 
ch>iont  return  to  the  rate  practices  in 
this  mai^et  which  we  previously  cat- 
egorteed  as  a  rate  war  (Docket  11278). 
We  have  previously  permitted  Riddle  to 
experiment  with  low  gmeral  commodity 
rates  for  large  shipments,  and  we  are 
here  permitting  an  experiment  in  the 
level  of  speciflc  commodity  rates.  Fur¬ 
ther  reductions  will  be  scrutinized  most 
carefully,  as  anticipated  by  the  recent  re- 
viskm  (see  footnote  2)  to  our  regulations. 
Further,  we  should  like  to  point  out  that 
the  economic  validity  of  these  prc4X)sed 
rates  will  depend  to  a  significant  extent 
upon  the  development  of  new  air  cargo 
traffic.  The  filing  deserves  careful  sur¬ 
veillance  and  PAA  will  be  -expected  to 
maintain  records  on  the  traffic  and  rev¬ 
enue  experience.  We  have  therefore  in¬ 
structed  our  staff  to  arrange  for  appro¬ 
priate  reporting  procedures. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  and  particularly 
section  204(a)  and  1002  thereof: 

It  is  ordered.  That: 

1.  An  investigation  be  instituted  to 
determine  whether  the  rates  fr(»n  New 
York,  to  San  Juan,  Puerto  Rico,  appli¬ 
cable  to  Commodity  Item  Numbers  1226, 

.  1400,  1500,  2199,  2500Z,  3965,  3966,  3990, 
3995,  4401,  4702,  6002,  6802,  9471,  9540, 
and  9700,  tqipea^g  on  22d  Reyised  Page 
16-A.  and  from  San  Juan,  Puerto  Rico, 
to  New  York,  USA,  applicable  to  Com¬ 
modity  Item  Niimbers  115,  116,  2990, 
4401,  4702,  5000,  9470,  and  9540,  appear¬ 
ing  on  19th  Revised  Page  16-C  of  Agent 
R.  C.  Lounsbury’s  C.A.B.  No.  118,  in¬ 
cluding  subsequent  revisions  and  relies 
of  such  rates,  are,  or  will  be,  unjust  or 
unreasonable,  unjustly  discriminatory, 
unduly  preferential,  imduly  prejudicial, 
or  ottierwise  unlawful,  and  if  found  to 
be  unlawful,  to  determine  and  prescribe 
the  lawful  rates; 

2.  This  investigation  be  consolidated 
with  the  proceeding  entitled  “New  York- 
San  Juan  Cargo  Rates  Investigation,” 
Docket  11278  et  aL; 

3.  The  complaints  of  Add  Air  Freight, 
Inc.,  in  Docket  14635,  Allied  Air  Freight 
International  Corp.,  in  Docket  14631,  and 
Riddle  Airlines,  Inc.,  in  Docket  14638,  be 
dismissed  except  to  the  extent  granted 
herein;  and 

4.  A  coups  of  this  order  shall  b^served 
up<Hi  Add  Air  Freight,  Inc.,  Allied  Air 
EYeight  International  Corp.,  Pan  Amer¬ 
ican  World  Airways,  Inc.,  and  Riddle 
Airlines,  Inc.,  which  are  hereby  made 
parties  to  this  proceeding.  / 


This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Mabel  McCart, 

Acting  Stcretaarg. 

[FJt.-Doc.  63-7941;  FDed.  July  26.  1963; 
8:56  am.l 


[Docket  No.  14670;  Order  E-198511 

TRANS  WORLD  AIRLINES,  INC. 

Order  of  Investigation  and 
Suspension 

Adopted’  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington.  D.C., 
on  the  24th  day  of  July  1963. 

Round-trip  excursion  fare  between 
Hartford  and  New  York/Newart:  pro¬ 
posed  by  Trans  World  Airlines,  Inc., 
Docket  No.  14670.  _ 

Trans  World  Airlines,  Inc.  (TWA) ,  has 
filed  a  tariff,^  bearing  a  posting  date  of 
June  24,  1963,  maiiced  to  become  effec¬ 
tive  August  8.  1963,  proposing  a  short- 
limit  (2  days)  round-trip  excursion  fare 
of  $11.43  betweoi  Hartford  and  New 
York/Newark.  The  proposed  fare  is  ap¬ 
plicable  for  travel  on  Saturday  and 
Sunday  only,  and  the  return  portion  of 
the  round-trip  ticket  is  valid  no  later 
than  midnight  on  the  day  following  the 
date  of  departure  from  point  of  origin. 
The  proposal  would  allow  travel  on  any 
TWA  flight,  except  that  passengers 
would  be  carried  in  the  first-class  com¬ 
partment  of  jet  aircraft  only  if  no  space 
is  available  in  the  coach  compartment. 
Children  under  17  years  of  age  and  ac¬ 
companied  by  an  adult  would  be  charged 
50  percent  of  the  adult  fare.  Advance 
reservations  must  be  made  and  confirmed 
for  the  entire  trip  prior  to  commence¬ 
ment  of  travel.  The  tariff  is  marked  to 
expire  with  March  31,  1964. 

In  sufqoort  of  its  proposal  and  in  an¬ 
swer  to  complainant,  TWA  contends  that 
its  proposal  is  a  promotional  experiment 
Intended  to  stimulate  weekend  tom 
travel  between  New  York  City  and  Hart¬ 
ford.  TWA  recently  inaugurated  jet 
service  into  Hartford  to  offer  through 
jet  service  between  Hartford  and  mid¬ 
west  and  western  cities  via  New  York. 
It  contends  that  the  bulk  of  the  traffic 
ludng  this  service  is  furnished  by  the 
numerous  business  and  industrial  firms 
located  in  the  Hartford/Springfleld  area, 
and  that  the  instant  proposal  is  intended 
to  develop  new  local  tra^  cm  weekends 
so  as  to  utilize  the  additional  available 
seats  resulting  from  the  introduction  of 
through  jet  service  to  and  from  Hartford. 
TWA  alleges  that  by  limiting  the  «cur- 
slon  travel  to  weekends  and  prohibiting 
the  use  of  this  excursicm  fare  in  com¬ 
bination  with  any  other  fare  to  construct 
through  fares,  no  business  travrf  pres¬ 
ently  moving  at  regular  fares  will  be 
diverted  to  the  proposed  excursion  fare. 

American  Airlines.  Ine.  (American), 
has  filed  a  complaint  requesting  suspen¬ 
sion  and  Investigation  oH  TWA’s  proposal. 
American  alleges  that  the  pr(^x)6ed  fare 
is  lower  in  relation  to  existing  fares  than 
any  excursion  fare  previously  permitted 


1  Trans  World  Airlines,  Inc.,  C.A.B.  No.  111. 
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by  the  Board.  It  notes  that  the  TWA 
pit^poeed  fare  is  42A  pereent  below  the 
normal  jet  coadi  fare,  and  cmly  115  per« 
cent  of  the  one-way  fare  lor  Jet  coach 
servlee.  and  allci^  that  the  bulk  of 
TWA’s  excursion  trafOc  would  be  car? 
rled  in  Jet  coach  service.  American  also 
notes  that  TWA  would  offer  an  ad^- 
tional  discount  of  50  percent  of  the  ex¬ 
cursion  fare  to  accompanied  children 
imder  17.  producing  a  fare  for  the  per¬ 
sons  in  t^  category  that  is  less  than  30 
percent  ot  the  regular  jet  coach  fare. 
American  claims  that  the  TWA  proposal 
would  thus  undercut  the  existing  round- 
trip  excursion  fare  offered  by  Allegheny 
Airlines.  Inc.  (Allegheny)  in  the  New 
York -Hartford  market  by  5  percent  for 
adults  and  52  percent  for  accompanied 
children  between  12  and  17  years  of  age. 
American  further  contends  that  ttie  TWA 
proposed  fare  would  not  generate  any 
significant  number  of  new  passengers, 
wcAild  dilute  revenues,  and  would  estab¬ 
lish  an  undesirable  precedent  that  could 
lead  to  similar  uneconomic  fare  reduc- 
tkms  in  other  markets.  Finally,  Amer¬ 
ican  claims  that  any  difficulty  TWA  may 
have  in  filling  seats  on  its  weekend  flights 
results  fnun  overscheduling,  and  that  the 
proper  solution  is  for  TWA  to  reduce  its 
weekend  frequencies. 

The  Board,  upon  consideration  of  the 
proposed  tariff,  the  ^proponent’s  justifi¬ 
cation,  and  the  complaint  and  answer 
with  respect  thereto,  finds  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  fares,  insofar  as  ^plicable  in  the 
first-class  compartment  of  jet  aircraft, 
may  be  unjust  and  unreasonable,  im- 
justly  discriminatory,  unduly  preferen¬ 
tial,  unduly  prejudicial,  or  oUierwise 
unlawful,  and  should  be  investigated. 

In  determining  fares  of  this  nature, 
value  of  service  and  limiting  restrictions 
on  travel  should  not  be  out  of  proportion 
to  the  fares  charged.  In  the  instant  case, 
the  service  to  be  provided  at  the  proposed 
fares  is  exactly  the  same  as  that  provided 
at  normal  fares,  including  reservation 
features.  However,  roimd-trip  travel 
imder  the  instant  pr(v>osal  must  be  com¬ 
pleted  within  2  days.  The  proposed  fare 
of  $11.43  does  not  appear  to  be  unreason¬ 
able  as  a  promotional  experiment  and  is 
only  4.7  percent  less  than  the  $12.00 
round-trip  excursion  fare  currently  being 
offered  by  Allegheny  in  the  New  York- 
Hartford  market.  This  reduction  ap¬ 
pears  justifiable  since  the  travel  under 
the  instant  proposal  must  be  completed 
within  2  days,  whereas  the  return  portion 
of  the  Allegheny  service  need  not  be  com¬ 
pleted  until  30  days  from  the  date  of 
departure  from  the  point  of  origin.  Thus 
the  attractiveness  of  the  lower  pressed 
fare  is  offset  to  some  extent  by  the  re¬ 
turn-trip  requirement  within  the  same 
weekend. 

However,  as  for  the  applicability  of  the 
fare  to  the  first-class  comi>artment  of  jet 
aircraft  if  no  space  is  available  in  the 
coach  compartment,  we  are  of  the 
opinion  that  such  a  feature  may  be  un¬ 
justly  discriminatory  and  require,  sus¬ 
pension.  ^nce  advance  reservatkms  are 
required,  it  is  possible  that  prospective 
excursion  passengers  requesting  reserva¬ 
tions  shortly  before  desired  travel  time 
could  obtain  first-class  accommodations 
under  similar  travel  conditions  of  regular 
first-class  passengers  except  for  the  2- 
day  return  limita^^ion;  wheresis  other 
No.  146— Pt.  I - 4 


excursicm  passengers,  payii^  the  same 
fares,  could  receive  inferior  accommoda¬ 
tions,  i.e.,  coach  class,  merely  because 
they  had  obtained  reservations  at  an 
earlier  time,  when  cocu^  seats  were  still 
available. 

This  situation  is  different  from  that  of 
a  stand-by  military  passenger  who  is 
permitted  to  travel  on  a  space-available 
basis  and  who  may  be  permitted  to  sit 
in  the  first-class  compartment  of  the  jet 
aircraft,  in  that  no  reservation  is  in¬ 
volved.  Under  these  circumstances,  we 
have  concluded  to  permit  the  proposed 
fare  to  become  effective  with  the  excep¬ 
tion  of  the  applicability  of  the  provision 
that  would  allow  travel  under  the  fare  in 
the  flrst-blass  compartmoit  of  jet  air¬ 
craft. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  particularly  sec¬ 
tions  204(a>,  403,  404,  and  1002  thereof: 

Jt  is  ordered,  TTiat: 

1.  An  investigation  be  instituted  to 
determine  whether  the  fare  and  pro¬ 
visions  in  section  n  on  page  2  of 
Trans  World  Airlines,  Inc.’s  tariff  CJt.B. 
No.  Ill,  to  the  extent  that  said  fare  is 
to  apply  (HI  jet  aircnaft,  other  than  in 
the  coach  compartment  of  such  jet  air- 
(u*aft,  are,  or  will  be,  unjust  or  unreason¬ 
able,  unjustly  discriminatory,  unduly 
preferential,  unduly  prejudicial,  or  other¬ 
wise  unlawful,  and  if  found  to  be  unlaw¬ 
ful,  to  determine  and  prescribe  the  law¬ 
ful  fare  and  provisions; 

2.  Pending  investigation,  hearing,  and 
decision  by  the  B6ard,  the  fare  and  pro¬ 
visions  in  section  n  on  page  2  of  Trans 
World  Airiines,  Inc.’s  tariff  C.AJB.  No. 
Ill,  to  the  extent  that  said  fare  is  to 
apply  cm  jet  aircraft,  other  than  in  the 
coach  compartment  of  such  jet  aircraft, 
be  suspended  and  their  use  deferred  to 
and  including  November  5.  1963,  unless 
otherwise  ordered  by  the  Board,  and  that 
no  (Changes  be  made  therein  during  the 
period  of  suspension  except  order  or 
special  permissicm  oi  the  Board; 

3.  Except  as  granted  herein,  the  com¬ 
plaint  of  American  Airlines,  Inc.,  in 
D(X^t  14632  be  dismissed; 

4.  This  investigation  be  assigned  for 
hearing  before  an  examiner  of  the  Board 
at  a  time  and  place  heresffter  to  be 
designated; 

5.  Copies  of  this  order  be  filed  with 
the  aforesaid  tariff  and  be  served  up(Hi 
Trans  W(Hld  Airlines,  Inc.,  and  American 
Airlines,  Inc.,  which  are  made  parties  to 
this  pr(x;eeding. 

’This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[sEALl  Mabel  McCart, 

Acting  Secretars. 

[F.R.  D<x;.  63-7942;  Piled.  July  26,  1963; 

8:56  am.] 


[Docket  14565] 

NORTHWEST  AIRLINES,  INC. 

Proposed  Group  Fares  Between  Points 
in  Alaska  oikI  Portlond  or  Seattle; 
Notice  of  Cancellation  of  Prehear¬ 
ing  Conference 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  pre- 
hearing  conference  now  scheduled  to  be 
held  on  July  30,  1963,  is  hereby  canceled. 


Dated  at  Washingtcm,  D.C.,  July 
25. 1963. 

[seal]  Walter  W.  Bryan, 

Hearing  Examiner. 

fP.R.  Doc.  63-7991;  Filed,  July  26,  1963; 
9:(X)  aju.] 

FEDERAL  AVIATION  AGENCY 

[OE  Docket  No.  63-WE-6] 

PACIFIC  GAS  AND  ELECTRIC  CO. 

Determination  of  Hazard  to  Air 
Navigation 

The  Federal  Aviation  Agency  has  cir- 
(mlarittd  the  following  pr(H>osal  for  aero¬ 
nautical  comment  and  has  conducted  a 
study  (4-OE-2237)  to  determine  its  effect 
imon  the  safe  and  efficient  utilization  of 
navigable  airspace. 

The  Pacific  (3as  and  Electric  Company, 
San  Francisco,  California,  proposes  to 
construct  a  12,0()0-volt  transmission  line 
near  Meadowlark  Field,  an  airport  with 
a  single  runway  1,700  feet  in  length  at 
Livermore,  Cahfomia.  In  the  vicinity  of 
the  airport,  the  line  would  be  supported 
by  six  wooden  poles  aligned  from  north 
to  south  for  a  distance  of  approximately 
805  feet,  then  west  to  east  for  a  distance 
of  approximately  440  feet  near  latitude 
37'’39'40"  N.,  longitude  121»41'45"  W., 
at  an  overall  height  of  760  feet  above 
mean  sea  level,  30  feet  above  ground. 
The  north/south  porticm  of  the  line 
would  cross  the  extended  runway  center- 
line  of  Meadowlark  Field  at  a  distance 
of  105  feet  west  of  the  west  end  of  the 
runway,  and  would  exceed  the  standards 
contained  in  §|  77.27(b)  (3)  and  (c)(3) 
(iii)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
by  23  and  22  feet,  respectively. 

The  transmissicHi  line  would  reduce 
the  effective  length  of  the  runway  to  ap¬ 
proximately  1,200  feet,  an  unsafe  length, 
and  would  virtually  eliminate  use  of 
Meadowlark  Field  as  an  emergency  field. 
This  airport  is  located  in  the  most  fog- 
free  area  of  the  San  Francdsco  bay  area. 
Accordingly,  it  is  the  finding  of  the 
Agency  the  proposed  ccmstruction  would 
have  a  substantial  adverse  effect  upon 
aeronautiiud  operations  at  Meadowlark 
Field. 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me  by  the  Administrator 
(§  77.37  [New] ) ,  it  is  found  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  transmission  line  would  have  a 
substantial  adverse  effect  upon  the  safe 
and  Sclent  utilization  of  navigable  air¬ 
space;  and  it  is  hereby  determined  that 
the  proposed  structure  would  be  a  haz¬ 
ard  to  air  navigation. 

This  determination  is.  effective  as  of 
the  date  of  issuance  and  will  become  final 
30  days  thereafter  unless  an  appeal  is 
filed  imder  9  77.39  [New]  (27  F.R. 
10352).  If  the  appeal  is  denied,  the  de¬ 
termination  will  then  become  final  as 
of  the  date  of  the  denial  or  30  days  after 
the  issuance  of  the  determination, 
whichever  is  later. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  July 
23.  1963. 

Ralph  H.  Fletcher, 

Acting  Chief, 

Obstruction  Evaluation  Branch. 

IP.R.  Doc.  63-7899;  Filed,  July  26,  1963; 
8:45  a.m.] 
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NOTICES 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  Nos.  15106,  16107;  FCC  63M-8481 

COMMUNITY  BROADCASTING  CO., 
INC.  (WHPB)  AND  CLEVELAND 
COUNTY  BROADCASTING  CO.,  INC. 
(WADA) 

Order  Continuing  Hearing 

In  re  applications  of  Community 
Broadcasting  Company,  Inc.  (WHPB), 
Belton,  South  Carolina,  Docket  No.  15106, 
Pile  No.  BP-14476;  Cleveland  County 
Broadcasting  Co.,  Inc.  (WADA) ,  Shelby. 
North  Carolina,  Docket  No.  15107,  File 
No.  BP-15269;  for  construction  permits. 

Pursuant  to  agreement  of  counsel  for 
all  parties  at  the  prehearing  conference 
held  July  22,  1963:  It  is  ordered.  This 
22d  day  of  July  1963,  that  the  following 
procedural  dates  are  established: 

Exchange  of  applicants’  direct  evidential 
presentations  (in  written  form)  among 
counsel  with  copies  provided  to  the  Hear¬ 
ing  Examiner:  September  10.  1963. 
Notification  of  witnesses.  If  any,  desired  for 
cross-examination  and  notification  by 
counsel  for  Broadcast  Bmeau  for  what¬ 
ever  additional  engineering  data  are 
deemed  necessary:  September  18,  1963. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  under¬ 
standings  and  agreements  of  counsel 
reached  during  the  prehearing  confer¬ 
ence  shall  in  all  respects  govern  the  con¬ 
duct  of  the  hearing,  the  transcript  of 
said  prehearing  conference  hereby  being 
incorporated  by  reference  herein  with 
the  same  force  and  effect  as  if  it  were 
set  forth  verbatim : 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  the 
hearing  presently  scheduled  to  com¬ 
mence  on  September  11,  1963  Is  con¬ 
tinued  to  10  am.,  September  25,  1963, 
at  the  Commission’s  offices,  Washington, 
D.C. 

Released:  July  23,  1963. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[PJl.  Doc.  68-7946;  PUed,  July  26,  1963; 
8:57  am.] 


[Docket  No.  15124;  P(X:  63M-851] 

DUTCHESS  COUNTY  BROADCASTING 
CORP.  (WKIP) 

Order  Scheduling  Hearing 

In  re  application  of  Dutchess  Coimty 
Broadcasting  Corporation  (WKIP)  , 
Poughkeepsie,  New  York,  Docket  No. 
15124,  Pile  No.  BP-14824;  for  construc¬ 
tion  Permit. 

It  is  ordered.  This  23d  day  of  July  1963, 
that  Sol  Schildhause  will  preside  at  the 
hearing  In  the  above-entitled  proceeding 
which  is  hereby  scheduled  to  commence 
on  September  27,  1963,  In  Washington, 
D.C.:  And,  it  is  further  ordered.  That  a 
prehearing  conference  in  the  proceeding 


will  be  convened  by  the  presiding  officer 
at  9:00  am.,  September  9,  1963. 

Released:  July  24,  1963. 

Federal  Cobcmunications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[PJl.  Doc.  63-7947;  PUed,  July  26,  1963; 
8:57  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  15124;  PCC  63-667] 

DUTCHESS  COUNTY  BROADCASTING 
CORP.  (WKIP) 

Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order 

Designating  Application  for  Hear¬ 
ing  on  Stated  Issues 

In  re  application  of  Dutchess  County 
Broadcasting  Corporation  (WBIIP) , 
Poughkeepsie,  New  York,  has:  1450  kc, 
250  w,  U,  Class  IV,  requests:  1450  kc, 
250  w,  1  kw-LS,  U,  Class  TV,  Docket  No. 
15124,  File  No.  BP-14824;  for  construc¬ 
tion  permit. 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  for 
consideration  (a)  the  above-captioned 
application  granted  without  hearing, 
September  5,  1962,  by  the  Commission’s 
Memorandum  Opinion  suid  Order  of  that 
date  (PCC  62-925),  24  R.R.  223  (1962) ; 
and  (b)  the  decision  in  the  case  of  Hud¬ 
son  Valley  Broadcasting  Corporation  v. 
F.C.C..  No.  17,310,  decided  June  6,  1963,* 
by  the  United  States  Court  of  Appeals 
for  the  District  of  Columbia  Circuit  re¬ 
manding  the  case  to  the  Commission  for 
further  proceedings. 

2.  Hudson  Valley  Broadcasting  Cor¬ 
poration,  licensee  of  Station  WEOK, 
Poughkeepsie,  New  York,  petitioned  to 
deny  the  above-captioned.application  on 
the  grounds  that  its  service  area  involved 
increased  overlap  with  the  service  area  of 
Station  WGNY,  Poughkeepsie,  New  York, 
in  violation  of  §  3  35(a)  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules.  The  Commission  denied  the 
petition  on  the  grounds  that  a  grant  of 
the  application  for  increased  power  of 
Station  WB^P,  a  CHass  TV  station,  would 
serve  the  public  interest,  and  that  even 
though  overlap  wsts  increased,  a  hearing 
would  serve  no  useful  purpose  because 
of  the  Commission’s  policy  concerning 
Class  IV  power  increases. 

3.  Hudson  Valley  claimed,  in  its  ap¬ 
peal,  that  the  Commission  erred  in  not 
designating  the  WKIP  application  for 
hearing  and,  as  a  part  of  its  claim,  set 
out  that  the  antenna  system  used  in  the 
WKIP  proposal  was  considerably  more 
efficient  than  the  rooftop  antenna  used 
by  WKIP,  operating  at  250  watts,  un¬ 
limited  time,  and  that  a  considerable 
portion  of  the  increased  overlap  was  due 
to  the  greater  antenna  efficiency  instead 
of  the  power  increase  alone.  Based  on 
this  antenna  efficiency  factor,  coupled 
with  the  increased  overlap  due  to  the 
power  increase,  the  Court  ordered  a  hear¬ 
ing  on  the  overlap  issue.  Therefore,  a 
hearing  will  be  ordered  and  l^e  overlap 
issue  will  be  included  therein.  In  con- 


» - P.  2d - ,  25  R.R.  2074. 


sidering  tlie  application  and  §  3.35(a)  of 
the  rules,  it  is  appropriate  to  consider 
the  size,  extent  and  location  of  the  area 
served;  the  extent  of  overlap  involved; 
the  niunber  of  persons  residing  within 
the  overlap  area;  the  classes  of  stations 
involved;  the  extent  of  other  competitive 
service  to  the  areas  in  question;  the  ex¬ 
tent  to  which  the  stations  will  rely  on 
the  same  revenue  and  program  sources; 
the  nature  of  the  programming  that  the 
stations  will  present  with  particular  ref¬ 
erence  to  the  needs  of  the  communities 
they  are  designed  to  serve;  the  adver¬ 
tising  practices  of  the  stations;  the 
source  of  program  material  and  talent 
for  each  station;  and  such  other  factors 
as  will  tend  to  demonstrate  that  the 
overlap  involved  will  or  will  not  be  in 
contravention  of  §  3.35(a)  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules. 

4.  The  only  question  remaining  is  the 
status  of  the  operation  of  Station  WKIP 
during  the  pendency  of  this  hearing. 
On  January  24,  1963,  WKIP  received 
program  test  authority  to  operate  with 
increased  daytime  power  at  the  new  site 
with  the  more  efficient  antenna  system. 
The  increased  overlap  is  not  materially 
affected  by  the  site  change  but  is  due  to 
increased  antenna  efficiency  and  in¬ 
creased  power.  If  WKIP  were  required 
to  operate  with  only  250  watts  power 
during  daytime  hours,  it  would  receive 
serious  interference  from  co-channel 
Class  IV  stations  that  have  recently  in¬ 
creased  daytime  power.  ‘However  opera¬ 
tion  at  reduced  antenna .  efficiency,  but 
with  the  increased  power  will  permit 
WKIP  to  continue  to  serve  essentially 
all  the  population  served  prior  to  the 
Class  IV  power  increases.  Accordingly, 
the  Commission  will  permit  continued 
operation  of  WKIP  at  the  new  site,  but 
with  the  antenna  efficiency  not  to  exceed 
150  mv/mAw. 

5.  Except  as  indicated  by  the  issues 
specified  below,  the  applicant  is  legally, 
technically,  financially,  and  otherwise 
qualified  to  construct  and  operate  as  pro¬ 
posed.  However,  the  Commission  is  un¬ 
able  to  make  the  statutory  finding  that  a 
grant  of  the  application  would  serve  the 
public  interest,  convenience,  and  neces¬ 
sity,  and  is  of  t^e  opinion  that  the  appli¬ 
cation  must  be  designated  for  hearing 
on  the  issues  set  forth  below. 

It  is  ordered.  That  the  grant  of  the 
above-captioned  application  is  set  aside. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  Dutchess 
County  Broadcasting  Corporation,  li¬ 
censee  of  Station  WKIP,  may  continue 
operating  during  the  pendency  of  the 
hearing  or  until  further  Order  of  the 
Commission  at  the  new  site  specified  in 
the  construction  permit  issued  on  Sep¬ 
tember  5, 1962,  with  power  of  250w,  Ikw- 
LS.  unlimited  time,  but  with  the  antenna 
radiation  not  to  exceed  150  mv/mAw. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  pursuant  to 
section  309(e)  of  the  Communciations 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  the  instant  ap¬ 
plication  is  designated  for  hearing,  at  a 
time  and  place  to  be  specified  in  subse¬ 
quent  Order,  upon  the  following  issues: 

1.  To  determine  the  areas  and  popu¬ 
lations  which  would  gain  or  lose  primary 
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service  from  the  proposed  operatkm  of 
StaUon  WKIP  and  the  availability  of 
other  primary  service  to  such  areas  and 
populations. 

2.  To  determine  whether  a  grant  of  the 
pT(H?osal  of  WKIP  would  be  in  contra¬ 
vention  of  the  provisions  of  9  3.35(a>  of 
the  Commission’s  rules  with  respect  to 
multiple  ownership  of  standard  broad¬ 
cast  stations. 

3.  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  the 
evidence  adduce, d  pursuant  to  the  fore¬ 
going  issues,  whether  a  grant  of  the  ap¬ 
plication  would  serve  the  public  interest, 
convenience  and  necessity. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  Hudson 
Valley  Broadcasting  Corporaticm,  li¬ 
censee  of  Station  WEOK.  Poughkeepsie, 
New  York,  is  made  a  party  to  the 
proceeding. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  in  the  event 
of  a  grant  of  the  application  of  WKIP, 
the  construction  permit  shall  contain  the 
following  condition:  “Permittee  shall  ac¬ 
cept  such  interference  as  may  be  im¬ 
posed  by  other  existing  2S0  watt  Class 
IV  stations  in  the  event  they  are  subse¬ 
quently  authorized  to  increase  power  to 
1,000  watts.” 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  to  be 
heard,  the  applicant  and  party  respond¬ 
ent  herein,  pursuant  to  §  1.140  of  the 
Cmnmission  rules,  in  person  or  by  at¬ 
torney,  shall  within  20  days  of  the  mail¬ 
ing  of  this  Order,  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  triplicate,  a  written  appearance 
stating  an  intention  to  appear  on  the 
date  fixed  for  the  hearing  and  present 
evidence  on  the  issues  specified  in  this 
Order. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  appli¬ 
cant  herein  shall,  pursuant  to  section 
311(a)(2)  of  the  Communications  Act 
of  1934,  as  amended,  and  9  1.362(b)  of 
the  Commission’s  rules,  give  notice  of  the 
hearing,  within  the  time  and  in  the  man¬ 
ner  prescribed  in  such  rule,  and  shall 
advise  the  Commission  of  the  publication 
of  such  notice  as  required  by  9  1.362(h) 
of  the  rules. 

Adopted:  July  17, 1963. 

Released:  July  23, 1963. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  63-7948;  Piled,  July  26,  1963; 

8:57  a.m.J 


[Docket  No.  15128] 

JAMES  HAYES 
Order  To  Show  Cause 

In  the  matter  of  James 'Hayes,  Hud¬ 
son  Falls,  New  York,  Docket  No.  15128; 
order  to  show  cause  why  there  should 
not  be  revoked  the  license  for  Radio 
Station  KIC-3299  in  the  Citizens  Radio 
Service. 

The  Commission,  by  the  Chief,  Safety 
and  Special  Radio  l^rvices  Bureau,  under 
delegated  authority,  having  imder  con¬ 
sideration  the  matter  of  an  alleged  vio¬ 
lation  of  the  Commission’s  rules  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  operation  of  the  cap¬ 
tioned  station; 


It  appearing,  that,  on  January  29, 1963, 
the  Commission’s  Engineer  in  Charge,  at 
Buffalo,  New  York,  issued  a  written 
warning  to  the  licensee,  concerning  the 
purported  transfer  of  the  operating  au¬ 
thority  conferred  upcm  him  under  the 
license  for  the  captioned  radio  station; 
and 

It  further  appearing,  that,  although 
he  received  the  above-mentioned  warn¬ 
ing,  the  licensee  nevertheless  purported 
to  transfer  the  operating  authority 
under  the  license  for  Ctiizens  Radio  Sta¬ 
tion  KIC-3299  to  the  City  of  Glen  Falls, 
New  Yoili;  and 

It  further  appearing,  that,  in  view  of 
the  foregoing,  the  licensee  has  willfully 
violated  §  19.92  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  and  section  310(b)  of  the  Com¬ 
munications  Act  of  1934,  as  amended: 

It  is  ordered.  This  23d  day  of  July 
1963,  pursuant  to  section  312  (a)  (4)  and 
(c)  of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934, 
as  amended,  and  9  0.291(b)  (8)  of  the 
Cconmission’s  rules,  that  the  licensee 
show  cause  why  the  license  for  the  cap- 
ticmed  radio  station  should  not  be  re¬ 
voked,  and  appear  and  give  evidence  hi 
respect  thereto  at  a  hearing.to  be  held  at 
a  time  and  place  to  be  specified  by  subse¬ 
quent  order: 

And  it  is  further  ordered.  That  the 
Secretary  send  a  copy  of  this  Order  by 
Certified  Mail — Return  Receipt  Re¬ 
quested  to  the  licensee  at  his  address  of 
record  at  R.D.  No.  1,  Hudson  Falls,  New 
York. 

Released:  July  24, 1963. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[FJl.  Doc.  63-7949;  Piled,  July  26,  1983; 
8:57  a.iq.] 


[Docket  No.  14691;  FCC63Br-348] 

GEOFFREY  A.  LAPPING 

Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order 
Amending  Issues 

In  re  application  of  Geoffrey  A.  Lap¬ 
ping,  Blythe.  California,  Docket  No. 
14691,  File  No.  BP-13609;  for  construc¬ 
tion  permit. 

L  KYOR,  Inc.  (KYOR),  a  party  in 
the  above-captioned  proceeding,  re¬ 
quests^  that  the  hearing  issues  in  this 
proceeding  concerning  the  sqiplication 
of  Geoffrey  A.  Lapping  (Lapping)  for 
construction  permit  to  establish  a  new 
standard  broadcast  station  at  ]^ythe. 
California,  be  enlarged  to  include  eight 
additional  issues.  Each  requested  issue 
is  treated  separately  below. 

2.  The  existing  issues  relate  to  ade¬ 
quacy  of  revenues  to  support  more  than 
one  station  in  the  community;  financial 
qualifications  of  the  applicant;  whether 
there  is  reasonable  assurance  of  the 


^The  following  pleadings  are  under  con¬ 
sideration;  (1)  Petition  To  Enlarge  Issues, 
filed  by  KYOR.  Inc.  on  April  35.  1963;  (3) 
Oi^oflitlon,  filed  by  Geoffrey  A.  Lapping  on 
May  16,  1963;  (3)  Opposition,  filed  by  the 
Broadcast  Bxireau  on  May  20,  1963;  and  (4) 
Reply  to  Oppositions,  filed  by  KYOR,  Inc. 
on  May  27,  1963. 


availabili^  ot  the  transmitter  and 
studio  site;  whether  the  applicant  made 
a  willful  misrepresentation  concerning 
availability  of  his  proposed  site;  and 
whether  Lapping  has  the  requisite  char¬ 
acter  qualifications  to  be  a  licensee.  The 
hearing  in  this  proceeding  was  held  in 
Blythe,  California  from  March  25  to 
March  29,  1963.  The  record  was  closed 
on  May  31, 1963. 

3.  KYOR’s  petition  was  not  filed  within 
the  time  specified  in  9  1.141(b)  of  the 
rules.  However,  KYOR  alleges  that  good 
cause  exists  in  that  the  matters  which 
provide  the  basis  for  the  petition  to  en¬ 
large  were  not  disclosed  until  Lapping’s 
testimony  at  the  hearing,  and  that  the 
instant  petiticm  was  filed  as  soon  as  it 
reviewed  the  transcript  of  the  hearing. 
In  so  far  as  pn^josed  Issues  1,  2,  5.  6,  and 
7  are  concerned,  the  Board  is  of  the  view 
that  petitioner  acted  diligently  in  filing 
the  Instant  petition.  These  issura  are 
based  on  testimony  adduced  at  the  hear¬ 
ing  and  KYOR  filed  its  petition  promptly 
after  a  review  of  the  transcript  of  ttie 
record.  Although  we  agree  with  the 
Bureau  that  proposed  Issues  3  and  4  are 
based  on  facts  whic^  could  have  been 
earlier  ascertained  by  KYOR,  the  public 
interest  considerations  raised  by  the 
facts  alleged  by  petitioner  in  support  of 
these  issues  require  that  they  be  added 
on  the  Board’s  own  motion. 

Requested  Issue  1.  To  determine  the  na- 
txire  of  representations  made  by  the  appli¬ 
cant  In  bank  checks  and  other  documents 
and  orally  concerning  his  connection  with  a 
radio  station  in  Blythe,  California. 

4.  In  support  of  its  request  for  this 
issue,  KYOR  alleges  that  Lapping  gave 
checks  to  various  persons  on  which  the 
words  “1260  KC  RADIO  BLYTHE”  ap¬ 
peared  and  that  such  checks  are  a  rep¬ 
resentation  by  Lapping  that  he  already 
has  a  radio  station  on  1260  kc  at  Blythe. 
Lapping  and  the  Bureau  oppose  the  addi¬ 
tion  of  this  issue  and  maintain  that  the 
statement  contained  on  Lapping’s  bank 
checks  was  not  intended  to  deceive 
Blythe  residents,  but  was  merely  for 
identification  purposes.  We  are  of  the 
view  that  petitioner  has  failed  to  allege 
sufficient  facts  to  support  an  inference 
that  the  printed  statement  was  intended 
to  mislead  others  into  believing  that 
Lapping  already  had  a  station  at  Blythe. 
California. 

Requested  Issue  2.  To  determine  whether 
the  proposed  program  schedule  can  be  effec¬ 
tuated. 

5.  The  basis  of  proposed  Issue  2  is 
Lapping’s  testimony  that,  in  an  attempt 
to  minimize  expenses,  he  would  not  have 
an  ASCAP  license.  KYOR  alleges  that 
because  the  type  of  music  proposed  re¬ 
quires  an  ASCAP  license.  Lapping  would 
not  be  able  to  effectuate  his  proposed 
musical  programs.  KYOR  also  asserts 
that  the  program  schedule  submitted  by 
Lcmping  is  a  “false  representation”  to  the 
C(Hmnissk)n  and  refers  to  testimony 
where  Lairing  is  alleged  to  have  ex¬ 
pressed  programming  intentions  which 
KYOR  claims  are  contrary  to  proposals 
contained  in  Lapping’s  application.  The 
basis  for  KYOR’s  claim  is  Limping’s  testi¬ 
mony  that  he  was  imcertain  as  to 
whether  he  would  operate  as  a  country 
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and  western  mmic  station  and  that  he 
expected  to  derive  substantial  revenues 
from  commercial  religious  programs. 
KYOR  interprets  the  first  portion  of  the 
referenced  testimony  as  an  indication 
that  Lapping  does  not  plan  to  carry  out 
that  aspect  of  his  programming  pro¬ 
posal.  As  to  the  second  portion  of  such 
testimony,  KYOR  alleges  that  Lapping’s 
programming  schedule  does  not  contain 
any  commercial  religious  programs. 

6.  Lapping  alleges  in  his  opposition 
that  KYOR’s  conclusion  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  station  cannot  operate  without  an 
ASCAP  license,  a  subject  which  was  ex¬ 
plored  at  the  hearing,  is  baseless.  The 
Bureau  disagrees  with  petitioner’s  alle¬ 
gation  that  Lapping’s  refusal  to  obtain 
an  ASCAP  license  will  result  in  an  in-, 
ability  to  carry  out  his  program  proposal, 
and  states  that  the  petitioner  has  sub¬ 
stituted  its  judgment  for  that  of  the 
applicant. 

7.  Proposed  Issue  2  is  not  supported 
with  sufficient  facts  to  warrant  its  addi¬ 
tion.  lyithout  more,  we  cannot  infer 
that  Lapping’s  intention  to  operate  his 
station  without  an  ASCAP  license  is 
likely  to  result  in  an  inability  to  effectu¬ 
ate  his  progranuning  proposal.  Lapp¬ 
ing’s  testimony  concerning  musical  and 
commercial  religious  programming  con¬ 
stitutes  but  a  portion  of  his  testimony  as 
to  the  format  he  intends  to  utilize  in' 
effectuating  his  programming  proposal. 
While  Lapping’s  testimony  may  be  con¬ 
strued  to  be  at  variance  with  a  portion 
of  the  proposal  in  his  application,  such 
testimony  does  not,  in  and  of  itself,  pro¬ 
vide  a  basis  for  addition  of  a  program¬ 
ming  issue.  To  the  extent  that  this  may 
refiect  a  lack  of  planning,  this  aspect  is 
covered  in  paragraph  9, 

Requested  Issue  3.  To  determine  whether 
the  applicant  can  be  relied  on  to  carry  out 
the  program  and  other  proposals  in  his 
application. 

8.  KYOR  bases  its  request  for  this  issue 
on  its  allegation  that  Lapping’s  pro¬ 
gram  proposal  is  not  a  bona  fide  one. 
The  Bureau  contends  that  testimony 
quoted  by  petitioner  does  not  refiect  upon 
applicant’s  intention  to  carry  out  his  pro¬ 
posed  program  schedule.  In  view  of  the 
questions  raised  in  connection  with 
KYOR’s  request  for  a  “Suburban”  issue, 
an  appropriate  issue  concerning  whether 
Lapping  can  be  relied  upon  to  carry  out 
his  program  proposal  will  be  added. 

Requested  Issue  4.  To  determine  whether 
the  applicant  should  be  disqualified  under 
Commission  precedents  and  policies  because 
of  his  copying  of  a  program  schedule  used 
in  other  cities  and  his  testimony  as  to  lack 
of  specific  intent  or  knowledge  of  the  pro¬ 
gramming  he  wo\ild  present  in  Blythe. 

9.  The  Board  is  of  the  opinion  that 
requested  Issue  4,  while  not  artfully 
phrased,  can  be  viewed  as  a  request  to 
add  a  “Suburban”  issue  to  the  proceed¬ 
ing.*  KYOR  alleges  that  Lapping’s  pro¬ 
gram  proposal  is  copied  from  program 
schedules  filed  by  Lapping  in  a  1957  ap¬ 
plication  at  Phoenix,  Arizona,  and  is 
similar  to  the  schedules  in  other  applica- 


*  Suburban  Broadcasters, -20  RR  951  (1961) . 
The  issue  to  be  added  will  be  phrased  to  con¬ 
form  with  the  issues  added  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  under  similar  circumstances. 


tions  for  which  Lapping  prepared  the 
engineering. 

10.  Lapping  denies  that  his  program 
schedule  is  not  reflective  of  Blythe  pro¬ 
gram  needs.  Lapping  emphasizes  that 
his  proposed  schedule  is  “tinpical”  of 
other  successful  programming  in  similar 
areas.  ’The  Bureau  contends  that  pro¬ 
posed  Issue  4  is  not  based  upon  sufficient 
allegations  of  fact  to  .warrant  addition 
of  the  requested  issue. 

11.  The  Commission  has  ruled  that 
similarity  of  programming  proposals  for 
different  communities  raises  a  substan¬ 
tial  question  as  to  whether  the  proposals 
have  been  tailored  to  meet  the  ne^s  of 
the  area  to  be  served.  See  Suburban 
Broadcasters,  20  RR  951  (1961) ;  Lindsay 
Broadcasting  Co.,  22  RR  805  (1961) ; 
Kent-Ravenna  Broadcasting  Co.,  22  RR 
230  (1961) ;  Don  L.  Huber,  22  RR  954 
(1962).  Lapping  has  not  attempted  to 
dispel  the  suspicions  aroused  by  the  sim¬ 
ilarity  of  the  proposals.  Nor  has  he  al¬ 
leged  long  residence  in  the  community, 
familiarity  with  the  area,  or  investiga¬ 
tion  of  its  needs.  See  Bootheel  Broad¬ 
casting  Co.,  24  RR  292  (1962).  Lapping 
has  merely  alleged  that  his  proposal  is 
based  on  “successful”  programming  used 
in  other  similar  areas  and  that  it  is  ap¬ 
plicable  to  the  needs  of  Blythe.  ’The 
Commission  under  similar  circumstances 
has  added  a  “Suburban”  issue  where  ap¬ 
plicant’s  sole  contention  was  that  the 
proposal  was  based  on  a  “thoroughly 
tested  formula”  which  has  been  used 
elsewhere.  See  Frederick  County  Broad¬ 
casters,  23  RR  582d  ( 1962) .  Accordingly, 
a  “Suburban”  issue  will  be  added. 

Requested  Issue  5.  To  determine  whether 
the  applicant  should  be  disqualified  because 
of  his  failure  to  disclose  required  informa¬ 
tion  to  the  Commission  concerning  Robert 
Quglielmo’s  part  in  securing  bank  letters 
for  the  applicant. 

12.  KYOR  states  that  Lapping’s  testi¬ 
mony  revealed  that  Robert  Ouglielmo,  a 
personal  and  business  associate  of  Lap¬ 
ping’s,  had  held  conversations  with  a 
banker  and  secured  a  loan  letter  for  Lap¬ 
ping  and  also  that  Gi^lielmo  would 
guarantee  repayment.  KYOR  maintains 
that  Lapping  was  aware  of  the  require¬ 
ment  that  the  identity  of  any  person  as¬ 
sisting  in  financing  the  station  must  be 
disclosed.  Lapping  states  that  the  appli¬ 
cation  form  only  requires  a  showing  as 
to  credit  extended  by  financial  institu¬ 
tions,  or  any  person,  and  that  the  credit 
was  furnished  by  a  bank,  not  “any  per¬ 
son.”  Lapping  states  further  that  he 
has  given  detailed  testimony  at  the  hear¬ 
ing  concerning  his  relationship  with 
Guglielmo.  ’The  Bureau  contends  that 
this  proposed  issue  is  encompassed  within 
the  issues  presently  designated  for 
hearing. 

13.  As  the  Board  reads  section  HI, 
page  2,  of  Form  301,  it  is  not  clear  that 
the  information  relative  to  Mr.  Gugliel¬ 
mo  was  required,  although  the  preferred 
practice  is  to  include  those  facts  about 
which  there  can  be  any  doubt.  There¬ 
fore,  we  cannot  find  that  failure  to  men¬ 
tion  Mr.  Ouglielmo’s  role  reflects  ad¬ 
versely  on  applicant’s  qualifications. 
’The  requisite  financial  information  has 
been  submitted  to  the  Commission  and 


both  Lapping  and  Guglielmo  have  denied 
that  Guglielmo  is  to  have  any  interest 
in  Lapping’s  proposed  station. 

Requested  Issue  6.  To  determine  whether 
the  applicant  should  be  disqualified  because 
of  his  failure  to  identify  himself  as  pro¬ 
posed  general  manager  in  his  application. 

^  14.  KYOR  contends  that  Lapping’s  in¬ 
tention  to  be  the  general  manager  of  the 
proposed  Blythe  station  was  first  intro¬ 
duced  through  his  testimony,  and  not  in 
his  application  as  required.  KYOR’s 
contention  is  discounted  by  Lapping  on 
the  ground  that  his  application  stated 
that  he  will  have  and  maintain  absolute 
control  of  the  station.  Although  Lap¬ 
ping  did  not  clearly  state  this  intention 
until  he  testified  at  the  hearing,  his  ap¬ 
plication  does  indicate  that  he  “will 
•  *  •  have  and  maintain  absolute  con¬ 
trol  of  the  station  *  •  *.’*  ’This  state¬ 
ment  indicates  Lapping’s  intent  to  ex¬ 
ercise  managerial  authority  and  the  re¬ 
quest  for  this  issue  will  be  denied. 

Requested  Issue  7.  To  determine  the  part 
the  applicant  took  in  various  applications 
with  which  he  has  been  connected  with  re¬ 
spect  to  proposals  to  letuse  the  proposed 
transmitter  site  and  studio  and  transmitter 
buildings. 

15.  KYOR  asserts  that  Lapping  indi¬ 
cated  in  his  application  that  he  intended 
to  lease  the  proposed  transmitter  site 
and  building.  KYOR  maintains  that 
there  is  no  real  intention  to  lease,  and 
that  the  application  appears  to  have  been 
filed  on, a  site  to  be  determined  basis  in 
violation  of  §  3.33(a)  of  the  rules. 

16.  Lapping  disputes  KYOR’s  charge. 
He  alleges  that  the  hearing  testimony  on 
the  issue  of  site  availability  demonstrates 
that  he  has  entered  into  a  purchase 
agreement  for  the  transmitter  site.  The 
Bureau  contends  that  this  matter  is  al¬ 
ready  encompassed  within  the  issues  des¬ 
ignated  for  hearing. 

17.  Petitioner’s  request  is  already  en- 
c(»npassed  within  the  existing  issues  re¬ 
lating  to  site  availability  and  whether 
applicant  mede  willful  misrepresenta¬ 
tions  to  the  Commission  concerning  site 
availability.  Therefore,  the  request  for 
this  issue  will  be  denied. 

Requested  Issue  8.  To  determine  whether 
the  applicant  is  fit  to  be  a  licensee  in  view 
of  findings  under  any  of  the  foregoing  issues. 

18.  KYOR  requests  that  a  determina¬ 
tion  be  made  as  to  whether  the  applicant 
is  fit  to  be  a  licensee  in  view  of  findings 
under  any  of  the  foregoing  issues.  On 
the  basis  of  our  disposition  of  the  re¬ 
quested  issues,  this  request  will  be  denied. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered.  This  18th 
day  of  July  1963,  that  the  Petition  to 
Enlarge  Issues,  filed  by  KYOR,  Inc.  on 
April  25. 1963,  is  denied ; 

Jt  is  further  ordered.  That  the  issues 
In  this  proceeding  are  enlarged  on  the 
Board’s  own  motion  by  the  addition  of 
the  following  issues:  To  determine  the 
efforts  made  by  Geoffrey  A.  Lapping  to 
ascertain  the  programming  needs  and 
interests  of  the  area  to  be  served,  and  the 
manner  in  which  hie  proposes  to  meet 
such  needs  and  interests.  To  determine, 
in  the  light  of  the  evidence  adduced  in 
connection  with  the  “Suburban”  issue, 
whether  Geoffrey  A.  Lapping  can  be  re- 
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lied  upon  to  carry  out  his  program  pro- 
posaL 

Released:  July  22. 1963. 

Pedexal  Communications 
Commission. 

[seal]  Ben  P.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[PR.  Doc.  63-7980;  Piled,  July  26,  1963; 
8:58  ajn,] 


[Docket  Nos.  14425, 14440;  FCC  63M-8471 

SAUL  M.  MILLER  ET  AL. 

Order  Scheduling  Prehearing 
Conference 

In  re  Applications  of  Saul  M.  Miller, 
Kutztown,  Pennsylvania,  Docket  No. 
14425,  Pile  No.  BP-13844;  Chandler  W. 
Dnmimond  and  E.  Theodore  Mallyck, 
d/b  as  Bi-States  Broadcasters,  Annville- 
Cleona,  Pennsylvania,  Docket  No.  14440, 
File  No.  BP-14890;  for  construction 
permits. 

On  the  Examiner’s  own  motion:  It  is 
ordered.  This  22d  day  of  July  1963,  that 
a  conference  in  the  above-entitled  mat¬ 
ter,  be,  and  the  same  is,  hereby  sched¬ 
uled  for  September  18, 1963  at  10:00  a.m. 
in  the  Offices  of  the  Commission  in  Wash- 
in^n,  D.C. 

Released:  July  23, 1963. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[PH.  Doc.  63-7961;  PUed,  July  26,  1963; 
8:58  ajix.] 


[Docket  No.  15060;  POC  63M-850] 

MUNCIE  BROADCASTING  CORP. 

Order  Continuing  Hearing 

In  re  application  of  Muncie  Broadcast¬ 
ing  Corporation,  Muncie,  Indiana, 
Docket  No.  15050,  File  No.  BP-15125;  for 
construction  permit. 

The  Hearing  Examiner  having  under 
consideration  a  “Petition  for  Extension 
of  Time”  by  the  applicant,  filed  July  22, 
1963,  requesting  that  the  dates  for  ex¬ 
change  of  exhibits  be  changed  and  that 
the  hearing  be  postponed  for  one  week, 
from  September  23  to  September  30; 

It  appearing,  that  all  parties  have  con¬ 
sented  to  grant  of  the  petition  and  that 
the  reason  alleged  for  the  delay — other 
engagements  of  applicant’s  consulting 
radio  engineer — is  sufficient  “good  cause” 
to  warrant  the  brief  extensions  re¬ 
quested; 

It  is  ordered,  'This  23d  day  of  July  1963, 
That  the  petition  of  applicant  Muncie 
Broadcasting  Corporation  for  extensions 
of  time  to  exchange  exhibits  and  a  one- 
week  postponement  of  the  hearing  is 
hereby  granted; 

And  it  is  ordered  further.  That  direct 
case  exhibits  shall  be  exchanged  not  later 
than  July  30, 1963;  that  rebuttal  exhibits 
(if  any)  shall  be  exchanged  by  Septem¬ 
ber  20;  and  that  the  hearing  is  hereby 
rescheduled  to  commence  at  10  a.m.,  on 


Monday,  September  30,  1963,  at  the 
Commission’s  offices,  Washington,  D.C.^ 

Released:  July  24, 1963. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-7952;  FUed,  July  26,  1963; 
8:58  a.m.] 


[Docket  No^  15125;  FCC  63M-854] 

^  RADIO  STATION  KAYE 
Order  Scheduling  Hearing 

In  re  application  of  Henry  Perozzo  and 
Bethyl  Perozzo  (Joint  tenancy)  d/b  as 
Radio  Station  KAYE,  Puyallup,  Wadi- 
ington.  Docket  No.  15125,  Rle  No.  BP- 
15739;  for  construction  permit  to  change 
antenna  system,  including  increase  in 
antenna  height. 

It  is  ordered.  This  23d  day  of  July  1963, 
that  Forest  L.  McClenning  will  preside 
at  the  hearing  in  the  above-entitled  pro¬ 
ceeding  which  is  hereby  scheduled  to 
commence  on  October  8,  1963,  in  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  And,  it  is  further  ordered. 
That  a  prehearing  conference  in  the  pro¬ 
ceeding  will  be  convened  by  the  presiding 
officer  at  9:00  a.m.  September  10,  1963. 

Released:  July  24,  1963. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[PH.  Doc.  63-7953;  Piled,  July  26,  1963; 

8:58  a.in.] 


[Docket  No.  15113;  FCC  63M-836] 

ARTHUR  D.  SMITH,  JR.  (WMTS) 
Order  Continuing  Hearing  . 

In  re  application  of  Arthur  D.  Smith, 
Jr.  (WMTS),  Murfreesboro,  Tennessee, 
Docket  No.  15113,  FUe  No.  BP-15447; 
fcMT  construction  permit. 

Pursuant  to  the  prehearing  conference 
held  this  date:  It  is  ordered,  This  19th 
day  of  July  1963,  that  the  hearing  herein 
now  scheduled  for  September  5, 1963,  be 
and  the  same  is  hereby  rescheduled  for 
September  20,  1963,  10:00  a.m.,  in  the 
Commission’s  Offices,  Washington,  D.C. 

Released!  July  22,  1963. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

1P.R.  Doc.  63-7954;  FUed,  July  26,  1963; 

8:58  a.m.] 


^The  parties  are  hereby  iiotlhed  that  any 
further  requests  for  delays  may  result  in 
postponement  of  the  hearing  on  the  Ex¬ 
aminer’s  own  motion  until  December  because 
the  Examiner  wiU  be  unable,  after  Septem¬ 
ber  30,  to  juggle  his  calendar  about  to  suit 
the  convenience  ot  the  parties  in  this  case 
or  their  consultants.  Other  cases  on  the 
Examiner’s  calendar  which  are  ready  for  trial 
wiU  have  to  take  absolute  precedence.  (This 
case  was  originally  scheduled  for  hearing  on 
July  8,  but  the  applicant  announced  dtiring 


[Docket  No.  15129] 

JOHN  SMITHELL 

Order  To  Show  Cause 

In  the  matter  of  John  Smithell,  Fort 
Lauderdale,  Florida,  Docket  No.  15129; 
order  to  show  cause  why  there  should 
not  be  revoked  the  license  for  Radio 
Station  WK6348  aboard  the  vessel 
“Susan  Ora.” 

The  Commission,  by  the  Chief,  Safety 
and  Special  Radio  Services  Bureau, 
under  delegated  authority,  having  under 
consideration  the  matter  of  certain  al¬ 
leged  violations  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  in  connection  with  the  operation 
of  the  above-captioned  station; 

It  appearing,  that,  pursuant  to  §  1.76 
of  the  Commission’s  rules,  written  notice 
of  violation  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
was  served  upon  the  above-named  li¬ 
censee  at  his  address  of  record  as  fol¬ 
lows:  “Official  Notice  of  Violation  dated 
August  3,  1962,  alleging  violation  of 
§  8.366(e)  of  the  Commission’s  rules.” 

It  further  appearing,  that  said  licensee 
did  not  r^Iy  to  such  communication  or 
to  follow-up  letters  dated  November  27, 
1962  and  June  19,  1963,  mailed  to  the 
licensee  at  his  address  of  record;  and 
It  fini;her  appearing,  that  in  view  of 
the  foregoing,  the  licensee  has  repeatedly 
violated  §  1.76  of  the  Commission’s  rules: 

It  is  ordered.  This  23d  day  of  July  - 
1963,  pursuant  to  section  312  (a)  (4)  and 
(c)  of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934, 
as  amended,  and  §  0.291(b)  (8)  of  Part 
O  of  the  Commission’s  rules,  that  the 
said  licensee  show  cause  why  the  license 
for  the  above-captioned  radio  station 
should  not  be  revoked,  and  appear  and 
give  evidence  in  respect  thereto  at  a 
hearing  to  be  held  at  a  time  and  place 
to  be  specified  by  subsequent  order:  And 
it  is  further  ordered.  That  the  Secretary 
send  a  copy  of  this  Order  by  Certified 
Mail — Return  Receipt  Requested  to  the 
said  licensee  at  his  last  known  address 
of  2100  Southwest  23d  Terrace,  Fort 
Lauderdale,  Fla. 

Released:  July  24, 1963. 

Federal  Communications 
CoMmssiON, 

[seal]  Ben  P.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  63-7955;  Filed,  July  26,  1963; 
8:58  a.m.] 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

JAVA/NEW  YORK  RATE 
AGREEMENT 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Agreement 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  described  agreement  has  been  filed 
with  the  Commission  for  approval  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act, 
1916  (39  Stat.  733;  75  Stat.  763;  46  UB.C. 
814) : 


the  prehearing  conference  that  it  could  not 
be  ready  to  go  to  hearing  on  that  date  deepite 
the  fact  that  its  application  was  designated 
for  hearing  on  April  29.) 
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NOTICES 


Agreement  9222,  between  the  Member 
Lines  of  The  Java/Wew  York  Rate  Agree¬ 
ment  (90)  and  Straits  Steamship  Co. 
Ltd.;  Kie  Hock  Shipping  Co.  Ltd.;  Guan 
Ouan  Limited;  and  P.  N.  Pelajaran 
Nasional  Indonesia,  establishes  a  tran¬ 
shipment  agreement  for  movement  of 
through  cargo  from  Indonesian  outports 
(excluding  the  East  Coast  of  Sumatra 
between  Langsa  and  Indragiri,  both  in¬ 
cluded)  to  U.S.  Atlantic  and  Gulf  Coast 
ports,  with  transhipment  at  Sourabaya. 
Tanjong  Priok.  Belawan  Deli.  Singa¬ 
pore.  or  Penang  in  accordance  with 
terms  and  conditions  set  forth  in  the 
agreement. 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  this 
agreement  and  obtain  copies  thereof  at 
the  Bureau  of  Foreign  Regulation.  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission.  Washington. 
D.C..  or  may  inspect  a  copy  at  the  offices 
of -the  District  Managers  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  New  York.  N.Y..  New  Orleans. 
La.,  and  San  Franci^.  Calif.,  and  may 
submit  to  the  Secretary.  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission.  Washington  25.  D.C.. 
within  20  days  after  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register,  written 
statements  with  reference  to  the  agree¬ 
ment  and  their  position  as  to  approval, 
disapproval,  or  modification,  together 
with  a  request  for  hearing,  should  such 
hearing  be  desired. 

Dated:  July  24, 1963. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[PJl.  Doc.  68-7928;  Piled,  July  26,  1963; 

8:53  am.] 


GUAN  GUAN  SHIPPING  CO.,  LTD., 
AND  NEDLLOYD  LINE 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Agreement 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  described  agreement  has  been  filed 
with  the  Commission  for  approval  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act, 
1916  (39  Stat.  733;  75  Stat.  763;  46 
U.S.C.  814) : 

Agreement  9220,  between  Guan  Guan 
Shipping  Co.,  Ltd.,  and  Nedlloyd  Line, 
a  joint  service  operating  under  approved 
Agreement  7661,  as  amended,  covers  a 
through  billing  arrangement  on  rubber 
transported  in  the  trade  between  the 
port  of  Djambi,  Indonesia  and  United 
States  Great  Lakes  ports  with  tranship¬ 
ment  at  Singapore. 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  this 
agreement  and  obtain  copies  thereof  at 
the  Bureau  of  Foreign  Regulation,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  or  may  inspect  a  copy  at  the  offices 
of  the  District  Managers  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  New  York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans, 
La.,  and  San  Franci:^o,  Calif.,  and  may 
submit  to  the  Secretary,  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  Washington  25,  D.C., 
within  20  days  after  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register,  written 
statements  with  reference  to  the  agree¬ 
ment  and  their  position  as  to  approval, 
disapproval,  or  modification,  together 
with  request  for  hearing  should  such 
hearing  be  desired. 

Dated:  July  24, 1963. 


By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-7929;  FUed,  July  26.  1968; 
8:53  a.in.] 


KIE  HOCK  SHIPPING  CO.,  LTD.,  AND 
NEDLLOYD  LINE 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Agreement 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  described  agreement  has  been  filed 
with  the  Commission  for  approval  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act, 
1916  (39  Stat.  733;  75  Stat.  763;  46 
U.S.C.  814) : 

Agreement  9221,  between  Kie  Hock 
Shipping  Company,  Ltd.,  and  Nedlloyd 
Line,  a  joint  service  operating  under  ap¬ 
proved  Agreement  7661,  as  amended, 
covers  a  through  billing  arrangement  on 
rubber  transported  in  the  trade  between 
the  port  of  Pandjang,  Indonesia  and 
United  States  Great  Lakes  ports  with 
transhipment  at  Singapore.  . 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  this 
agreement  and  obtain  copies  thereof  at 
the  Bureau  of  Foreign  Regulation,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  or  may  inspect  a  copy  at  the  offices 
of  the  District  Managers  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  New  York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans, 
La.,  and  San  Francii^o,  Calif.,  and  may 
submit  to  the  Secretary,  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission.  Washington  25,  D.C., 
within  20  days  after  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register,  written 
statements  with  reference  to  the  agree¬ 
ment  and  their  position  as  to  approval, 
disapproval,  or  modification,  together 
with  request  for  hearing  should  such 
hearing  be  desired. 

Dated:  July  24. 1963. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-7930;  FUed,  July  26,  1968; 

8:53  ajn.] 


KIE  HOCK  SHIPPING  CO.,  LTD.,  AND 
NEDLLOYD  LINE 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Agreement 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  described  agreement  has  been  filed 
with  the  Commission  for  approval  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act, 
1916  (39  Stat.  733;  75  Stat.  763;  46  U.S.C. 
814) :  , 

Agreement  9219,  between  Kie  Hock 
Shipping  Company,  Ltd.,  and  Nedlloyd 
Line,  a  joint  service  operating  under  ap¬ 
proved  Agreement  7661,  as  amended, 
covers  a  through  billing  arrangement  on 
rubber  transported  in  the  trade  between 
the  port  of  Palenbang,  Indonesia  and 
United  States  Great  Lakes  ports  with 
transhipment  at  Singapore. 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  this 
agrreement  and  obtain  copies  thereof  at 
the  Bureau  of  Foreign  Regulation,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  (Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  or  may  Inspect  a  copy  at  the  offices 
of  the  District  Managers  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  New  York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans, 
La.,  and  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  and  may 


submit  to  the  Secretary.  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission.  Washington  25,  D.C., 
within  20  days  after  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register,  written 
statements  with  reference  to  the  agree¬ 
ment  and  their  position  as  to  approval, 
disapproval,  or  modification,  together 
with  request  for  hearing  should  such 
hearing  be  desired. 

Dated:  July  24, 1963. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 

IF  JR.  Doc.  63-7931;  Filed,  July  26,  1963; 

8:53  ajn.] 


NORTH  PACIFIC  COAST-EUROPE 
PASSENGER  CONFERENCE 

Notico  of  Filing  of. Agreement 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  described  agreement  has  been  filed 
with  the  Commission  for  approval  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act. 
1916  (39  Stat.  733;  75  Stat.  763;  46  U.S.C. 
814) : 

Agreement  8460-4,  between  the  mem¬ 
ber  lines  of  the  North  Pacific  Coast- 
Europe  Passenger  Conference  modifies 
the  rules  and  regulations  appended  to 
and  incorporated  in  the  basic  agreement 
which  was  approved  December  5,  1960, 
and  which  agreement  provides  for  the 
handling  of  passenger  traffic  and  sale  of 
passenger  tickets  in  the  United  States 
and  the  Dominion  of  Canada.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  the  modification  of  the  confer¬ 
ence’s  rules  and  regulations  is  to  change 
the  maximum  percentage  of  reduction 
in  fares  available  to  sub-agents,  sub¬ 
agent’s  responsible  clerk,  family  of  a 
sub-agent  or  of  his  clerk  from  25  percent 
to  75  percent  of  the  minimum  rate  of  the 
class  of  the  ship  by  which  they  travel. 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  this 
agreement  and  obtain  copies  thereof  at 
the  Bureau  of  Foreign  Regulation,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  or  may  inspect  a  copy  at  the  offices 
of  the  District  Managers  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  New  York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  La., 
and  San  Francisco.  Calif.,  and  may 
submit  to  the  Secretary,  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  Wsishington  25,  D.C., 
within  10  days  after  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register,  written 
statements  with  reference  to  the  agree¬ 
ment  and  their  position  as  to  approval, 
disapproval,  or  modification, '  together 
with  request  for  hearing  should  such 
hearing  be  desired. 

Dated:  July  24, 1963. 

By  order  of  the  Commission. 

Thobias  Lisi, 

^  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-7932;  Piled,  July  26,  1963; 

8:54  ajn.] 


STATES  MARINE  LINES,  INC.,  AND 
GLOBAL  BULK  TRANSPORT  INC. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Agreement 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  an  agree¬ 
ment  has  been  filed  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  for  approval  pursuant  to  section  15 
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of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916  (39  Stat.  733; 
75  Stat.  763;  46  U.S.C.  814): 

Agreement  7628-4,  between  States  Ma¬ 
rine  Lines,  Inc.,  and  Global  Bulk  Trans¬ 
port  Incorporated  (carriers  comprising 
the  States  Marine  Lines  joint  service) 
pursuant  to  approved  Agreement  7628, 
as  amended,  modifies  the  approved 
agreement  of  that  joint  service  operat¬ 
ing  between  United  States  ports  and 
various  worldwide  areas.  This  modifi¬ 
cation  provides  for  the  inclusion  of  the 
trade  to  and  from  Mexican  ports  within 
the  scope  of  Agreement  7628,  as  amended. 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  this 
agreement  and  obtain  copies  thereof  at 
the  Bureau  of  Foreign  Regulation,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  or  may  inspect  a  copy  at  the 
offices  of  the  District  Managers  of  the 
Comxnission  in  New  York,  N.Y.,  New  Or¬ 
leans,  La.,  and  San  Francisco.  Calif., 
and  may  submit  to  the  Secreta^,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton  25,  D.Cm  within  20  days  after  publi¬ 
cation  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register,  written  statements  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  agreement  and  their  position 
as  to  approval,  disapproval,  or  modifica¬ 
tion,  t^ether  with  request  for  hearing 
should  such  hearing  be  desired. 

Dated:  July  24. 1963. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Thomas  Lisi, 

Secretary. 

IF.R.  Doc.  63-7933;  Filed,  July  26.  1963; 

8:54  am.] 


b.  C.  ANDREWS  &  CO.,  INC.,  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Agreements  Filed  for 
Approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreements  have  been  filed  with  the 
Federal  Maritime  Commission  for  ap¬ 
proval  pursuant  to  section  15  of  the 
Shipping  Act,  1916.  All  parties  involved 
are  eligible  to  operate  as  independent 
ocean  freight  forwarders,  pursuant  to 
section  44  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916. 

Unless  otherwise  indicated  they  are 
non-exclusive,  cooperative  working  ar¬ 
rangements  under  which  the  parties  may 
perform  freight  forwarding  services  for 
each  other,  dividing  forwarding  and 
service  fees  as  agreed  on  each  transac¬ 
tion.  Ocean  freight  compensation  is  to 
be  divided  between  the  parties  as  agreed. 

D.  C.  Andrews  &  Co.,  Inc.,  New  York, 
N.Y.;  D.  C.  Andrews  &  Co.  of  Illinois, 
Inc.,  Chicago,  HI.;  D.  C.  Andrews  &  Co. 
of  Louisiana,  Inc.,  New  Orleans,  La.; 
D.  C.  Andrews  &  Co.  of  Maryland,  Inc., 
Baltimore,  Md..  and  D.  C.  Andrews  &  Co. 
of  Massachusetts,  Inc.,  Boston,  Mass.,  is 
party  to  the  following  agreements,  the 
terms  of  which  are  identical.  The  other 
parties  are: 

Frank  P.  Dow  Co.,  Inc.,  San  Fran¬ 
cisco.  Calif _ _ FF-696 

Frank  P.  Dow  CO.,  Inc.,  Seattle, 

Wash _ _ _ _ FP-607 

Frank  P.  Dow  Co.,  Inc.,  Portland, 

Oreg - FF-696 

Robert  E.  Landweer  &  Co.,  Inc.,  Seattle, 

Wash.,  is  party  to  the  following  agree¬ 


ments,  the  terms  of  which  are  identical. 
The  other  parties  are: 

Carmichael  Forwarding  Service,  Los 

Angeles,  Calif _ PF-681 

Heemsoth-Kerner  Corporation.  New 

York.  N.Y _ _ FP-682 

R.  W.  Smith  &  Co.,  Houston,  Tex _ FF-683 

The  terms  of  the  following  are  similar: 

J.  T.  Steeb  ft  Co.,  Inc.,  TactHna, 

Wash.,  and  Norton  ft  Ellis,  Ihc., 

Norfolk.  Va . . FF-685 

Maron  Shipping  Agency,  Inc..  New 
York,  N.Y.,  and  H.  S.  Thielen,  Inc., 

Lake  Charles,  La _ FF-686 

Baker,  Irons  &  Dockstader,  Inc.,  New 
York,  N.Y.,  and  Stone  &  Downer 

Co.,  Inc.,  Boston.  Mass _ FF-687 

John  A.  Merritt  ft  Company,  Pensa¬ 
cola,  Fla.,  and  Alltransport,  Inc., 

New  York,  N.Y _ PP-688 

Blaser  ft  Mericle,  Inc.,  Cleveland, 

Ohio,  and  J.  W.  Hampton,  Jr.  &  Co. 
of  Philadelphia,  Philadelphia,  Pa.  FP-690 
J.  R.  Wlllever,  Inc.,  Jersey  City,  N.J., 
and  Edm<Hid  Loeliger,  Inc.,  New 

Orleans,  La _ FP-691 

Argus  Shipping  Co.,  Inc.,  New  York, 

N.Y.,  and  Westfeldt  Bros.  For¬ 
warders,  Inc.,  New  Orleans,  La _ PF-695 

Lyons  Export  and  Import,  Inc.,  Chi¬ 
cago,  HI.,  and  American  Oceanic 
Forwarding  Co.,  division  of  Star 
Forwarders,  Inc.,  New  Orleans,  La., 
and  San  Francisco,  Calif _ FF-701 

Interested  persons  may  inspect  these 
agreonents  and  obtain  copies  thereof  at 
the  Bureau  of  Domestic  Regulation, 
Federal  Maritime  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  or  at  the  Commission’s  field 
offices  at: 

45  Broadway, 

New  York  4,  N.Y.  • 

180  New  Montgomery  Street, 

San  Francisco,  Calif. 

Room  333,  Federal  Office  Building  South. 

600  South  Street. 

New  Orleans  12,  La. 

Mail  address: 

P.O.  Box  30550. 

Lafayette  Station, 

New  Orleans  30,  La. 

They  may  submit  to  the  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission.  Washington, 
D.C..  within  twenty  days  after  publica¬ 
tion  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register,  written  statements  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  toe  agreement  and  their  ap¬ 
proval,  disapproval,  or  modification, 
together  with  request  for  hearing  should 
such  hearing  be  desired. 

Dated:  July  24,  1963. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Thomas  List, 

Secretary. 

[PR.  Doc.  63-7934;  Piled,  July  26,  1963; 
8:55  ajn.] 


J.  R.  WILLEVER,  INC.,  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Agreements  Filed  for 
Approval 

Notice  is  her^y  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreonents  have  been  filed  with  the 
Federal  Maritime  Commission  for  ap¬ 
proval  pursuant  to  section  15  of  toe  Ship¬ 
ping  Act,  1916.  All  parties  involved  are 
eligible  to  operate  as  independent  ocean 
freight  forwarders  pursuant  to  section 
44  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916. 


Unless  otherwise  indicated,  these 
agreements  are  non-exclusive,  coopera¬ 
tive  working  arrangements  under  which 
the  parties  may  perform  freight  for¬ 
warding  services  for  each  other,  dividing 
forwarding  and  service  fees  as  agreed  on 
each  transaction.  Ocean  freight  com¬ 
pensation  is  to  be  divided  between  the 
parties  as  agreed. 

J.  R.  Willever,  Inc.,  Jersey  City,  N.J.,  is 
party  to  the  following  agreements,  the 
terms  of  which  are  identical.  The  other 
parties  are: 

Paul  Sustek  Company.  Philadelphia, 

Pa  _ PP-e92 

R.  G.  Hobelmann  ft  Co.,  Inc.,  Balti¬ 
more.  Md _ PF-693 

The  following  agreements  are  simi¬ 
lar: 

Wolf  ft  Gerber,  Inc.,  New  York,  N.Y., 
and  R.  G.  Hobelmann  ft  Co.,  Inc., 

Philadelphia,  Pa _ PF-494 

Penson  ft  Company,  New  York,  N.Y., 
and  other  branch  olTices,  and  Sam¬ 
uel  Shapiro  ft  Co.,  Inc _ PP-638 

Triangle  Forwarding  Corp.,  New  Ycark, 

N.Y.,  and  Paul  A.  Boulo,  Mobile, 

Ala . . . PP-694 

Agreement  FF-672  between  Regal 
Shipping  Corporation.  New  York,  N.Y., 
party  (a)  and  Admiral  Shipping  Cor¬ 
poration,  Houston,  Tex.,  party  (b) ,  is  an 
agreement  under  which  forwarding  and 
service  fees  will  be  divided  as  agreed. 
Ocean  freight  compensation  Is  to  be 
divided  60  percent  in  favor  of  party  (a) 
and  40  percent  in  favor  of  party  (b) . 

Agreement  FF-673  between  'Regal 
Shipping  Corporation,  New  York,  N.Y., 
and  Terra-Marine  Shipping  Company. 
San  Francisco.  Calif.,  is  an  agreement 
under  which  forwarding  and  service  fees 
win  be  divided  as  agreed.  Ocean  freight 
compensation  to  be  divided  equaDy  on 
all  shipments  for  Vita  Food  Products. 
Other  shipments,  the  originating  for¬ 
warder  will  keep  the  entire  compensa¬ 
tion. 

Agreement  FF-676  between  Regal 
Shipping  Corporation,  New  York,  N.Y., 
and  J.  G.  R.  Williams,  Inc.,  New  Orleans, 
La.,  is  an  agreement  under  which  for¬ 
warding  and  service  fees  wiU  be  divided 
as  agreed.  Ocean  freight  compensation 
is  to  be  divided  equally. 

Agreement  FF-677  between  Regal 
Shipping  Corporation,  New  York,  N.Y., 
and  R.  G.  Hobelmann  &  Company,  Inc., 
Baltimore.  Md..  is  an  agreement  under 
which  forwarding  and  service  fees  will 
be  divided  as  agreed.  Ocean  freight  com¬ 
pensation  will  be  retained  by  the  origi¬ 
nating  forwarder. 

Agreement  FF-675  between  Regal 
Shipping  Corporation,  New  York,  N.Y., 
and  Air-Sea  Forwarders,  Inc.,  Los  An¬ 
geles.  Calif.,  is  an  agreement  under 
which  forwarding  and  service  fees  will  be 
divided  as  agreed.  Ocean  freight  com¬ 
pensation  is  to  be  divided  equally  between 
the  two  parties  if  the  compensation  is 
$10.00  or  more,  otherwise  it  is  to  be  re¬ 
tained  by  toe  forwarder  who  actually 
performs  the  shipment. 

Interested  persons  may  inspect  these 
agreements  and  obtain  copies  thereof 
at  the  Bureau  of  IXnnestic  Regulation, 
Federal  Maritime  Commission,  Wash- 
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ington,  D.C.  or  at  the  Commission’s  field 
ofiBces  at: 

45  Broiidway, 

New  York  4,  N.T, 

180  New  Montgomery  Street. 

San  Francisco,  Calif. 

Room  333,  Federal  Office  Building  South, 
600  South  Street. 

New  Orleans  12,  lia. 

Mail  address : 

P.O.  Box  30550. 

Lafayette  Station, 

New  Orleans  30,  La. 

They  may  submit  to  the  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.,  within  twenty  days  after  publica¬ 
tion  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter,  written  statements  with  reference 
to  the  agreement  and  their  approval,  dis¬ 
approval,  or  modification,  together  with 
request  for  hearing  should  such  hearing 
be  desired. 

Dated:  July  24, 1963. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Thomas  Lisi, 

Secretary. 

{F.R.  Doc.  63-7935;  FUed,  July  26,  1963; 
8:66  a.m.] 


M.  G.  OTERO  CO.  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Agreements  Filed  for 
Approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  fol¬ 
lowing  agreements  have  been  filed  with 
the  Federal  Maritime  Commission  for 
approval  pursuant  to  section  15  of  the 
Shipping  Act.  1916.  All  parties  involved 
are  eligible  to  operate  as  independent 
ocean  freight  forwarders,  pursuant  to 
section  44  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916. 

Unless  otherwise  indicated  they  are 
non-exclusive,  cooperative  working  ar¬ 
rangements  under  which  the  parties  may 
perform  freight  forwarding  services  for 
each  other,  dividing  forwarding  and 
service  fees  as  agreed  on  each  trans¬ 
action.  Ocean  freight  compensation  is 
to  be  divided  between  the  parties  as 
agreed. 

M.  G.  Otero  Company.  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.,  is  party  to  the  following  agree¬ 
ments.  the  terms  of  which  are  identical. 
The  other  parties  are: 

R.  O.  Hobelmann  &  Company,  Inc., 

Toledo,  Ohio _ FF-704 

R.  O.  Hobelmann  &  Company,  Inc., 

Chicago,  Ill _ FF-706 

Blaser  &  Mericle,  Inc.,  Cleveland,  Ohio, 
is  party  to  the  following  agreements,  the 
terms  of  which  are  identical.  The  other 
parties  are: 


Judson  Sheldon  International,  New 

York,  N.Y _ FF-706 

Arthur  J.  Fritz  &  Co..  San  Francisco. 

Calif - FF-707 

Schenkers  International  Forwarders, 

Inc.,  New  York,  N.Y _ FF-708 


Wm.  H.  Muller  Shipping  Corporation, 
New  York,  N.Y.  (and  branch) ,  is  party  to 
the  following  agreements,  the  terms  of 
which  are  identical.  The  other  parties 
are: 

N.  D.  Cunningham  &  Company.  Inc., 

MobUe,  Ala _ FF-709 

G  &  W  International  Forwarders, 

Inc.,  Buffalo,  N.Y _ FF-710 


Fred  P.  Gaskell  Company,  Inc.,  Nor¬ 
folk,  Va.,  is  party  to  the  following  agree¬ 
ments,  the  terms  of  which  are  identicsd. 
The  other  parties  are: 


Wilmington  Shipping  Co.,  Wilming¬ 
ton.  N.C _ FF-714 

Morehead  City  Shipping  Co.,  More- 

head  City,  N.C . FF-716 


J.  E.  Bernard  &  Co.,  Inc.,  New  York, 
N.Y.,  is  party  to  the  following  agreements, 
the  terms  of  which  are  identical.  The 
other  parties  are: 


Blaser  and  Mericle,  Inc.,  Cleveland, 

Ohio _ _ FF-716 

W.  J.  Byrnes  &  Co.,  San  Francisco, 

Calif . FF-717 

W.  J.  Byrnes  &  Co.  of  Los  Angeles, 

Inc.,  Los  Angeles,  Calif _ FF-718 

John  A.  Conkey  &  Co.,  Boston,  Mass.  FF-719 
M.  E.  Dey  &  Co.,  Inc.,  Milwaukee, 

Wls _ FF-720 

John  S.  James,  Savannah,  Oa _ 'FF-721 

Keer,  Maurer  Co.,  Philadelphia,  Pa _ FP-722 

J.  S.  Llpinskl  Co.,  Toledo,  Ohio _ PP-723 

Samuel  Shapiro  &  Co.,  Inc.,  Balti¬ 
more.  Md _ ! _ PP-724 

J.  T.  Ste$b  &  Co.,  Inc.,  Portland, 

Oreg _ PP-728 

J.  T.  Steeb  &  Cto..  Inc.,  Seattle.  Wash.  PP-726 
W.  M.  Stone  &  Co.,  Inc.,  Norfolk,  Va.  FP-727 
Frontier  Freight  Forwarders,  Inc., 

Miami,  Fla . FF-741 


Leyden  Shipping  Corporation,  New 
York,  N.Y.,  is  party  to  the  following 
agreements,  the  terms  of  which  are 
identical.  The  other  parties  are: 

M.  H.  Garvey  Company,  Boston, 


Mass _ FF-731  , 

Paul  A.  Boulo,  Mobile.  Ala _ PP-732 

A.  G.  Wlchterlch  &  Co.,  New  Or¬ 
leans.  La _ «. _ PP-783 

J.  G.  R.  Williams,  Inc.,  New  Or¬ 
leans,  La _ FP-734 

Hugo  Zanelli,  Houston,  Tex _ PP-735 


Hudson  Shipping  Co.,  Inc.,  New  York, 
N.Y.,  is  party  to  the  following  agree¬ 
ments,  the  terms  of  which  are  identical. 
The  other  parties  are: 


Houston,  Tex _ PP-739 

F.  J.  Herbelin  Forwarding  Co.,  Inc., 

Galveston,  Tex _ FF-740 

T.  J.  Hanson,  Inc.,  Beaumont,  Tex _ FF-742 

A.  L.  Rankin,  Corpus  Chrlstl,  Tex _ FF-743 


Interested  persons  may  inspect  these 
agreements  and  obtain  copies  thereof  at 
the  Bureau  of  Domestic  Regulation,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  or  at  the  Commi^ion’s  field 
offices  at: 

45  Broadway, 

New  York  4,  N.Y. 

180  New  Montgomery  Street, 

San  Francisco,  Calif. 

Room  333,  Federal  Office  Building  South, 
600  South  Street, 

New  Orleans  12,  La. 

Mail  address: 

P.O.  Box  30650 
Lafayette  Station, 

New  Orleans  30,  La. 

They  may  submit  to  the  Secretary,  Fed¬ 
eral  Maritime  Commission,  Washington 
D.C.,  within  twenty  days  after  publica¬ 
tion  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Reg¬ 
ister,  written  statements  with  reference 
to  the  agreement  and  their  approval, 
disapproval,  or  modification  together 
with  request  for  hearing  should  such 
hearing  be  desired. 

Dated:  July  24,  1963. 


By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime 
Commission. 

Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[FJl.  Doc.  63-7936;  FUed,  July  26,  1963; 
8:65  ajn.] 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Project  No.  2377] 

CLEVELAND-CLIFFS  IRON  CO. 

Notice  of  Application  for  License 

July  22, 1963. 

Public  notice  is  hereby  given  that  ap¬ 
plication  has  been  filed  under  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Act  (16  U.S.C.  791a-825r)  by 
The  Cleveland-Cliffs  Iron  Company 
(correspondence  to:  Mr.  D.  R.  Forrest, 
Vice  President,  The  Cleveland-Cliffs  Iron 
Company,  1460  Union  Commerce  Build¬ 
ing,  Cleveland  14,  Ohio)  for  license  for 
constructed  Project  No.  2377,  known 
as  the  Hoist  Project,  located  on  Dead 
River  in  Marquette  County,  near  the 
cities  of  Ishpeming  and  Negaunee,  State 
of  Michigan. 

The  project  consists  of :  A  storage  dam, 
located  about  15  miles  northwest  of 
Ishpeming,  having  an  earth-filled  section 
and  a  concrete  gravity  valve  section  with 
crests  at  elevation  1,491  feet,  and  a  re¬ 
inforced  concrete  spillway  with  crest  at 
elevation  1,486.50  feet;  Silver  Lake  Basin, 
crested  by  the  dam,  with  a  storage  capac¬ 
ity  of  about  26,800  acre-feet;  a  storage 
intake  dam,  located  6  miles  north  of 
Ishpeming,  having  an  earth-filled  sec¬ 
tion  and  a  concrete  gravity  section  with 
crests  at  elevation  1,353  feet,  equipped 
with  3  feet  high  dashboards;  a  basin  be¬ 
hind  the  dam  with  a  storage  capacity  of 
about  55,300  acre-feet  at  normal  high- 
water  elevation  1,348  feet;  arid  783  feet 
of  penstock  conveying  water  to  a  power¬ 
house  containing  3  horizontal  type  units 
with  a  combined  rating  of  4,400  kilo¬ 
watts. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion.  Washington  25,  D.C.,  in  accordance 
with  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
of  the  Commission  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10). 
The  last  day  upon  which  protests  or  peti¬ 
tions  may  be  filed  is  September  9,  1963. 
The  application  is  on  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  for  public  inspection. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  63-7912;  Filed,  July  26,  1963; 

8:47  a.m.] 


[Project  No.  2378] 

CLEVELAND-CLIFFS  IRON  CO. 

Notke  of  Application  for  License 

July  22, 1963. 

Public  notice  is  hereby  given  that  ap¬ 
plication  has  been  filed  under  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Act  (16  U.S.C.  791a-825r) 
by  The  Cleveland-Cliffs  Iron  Company 
(correspondence  to:  D.  R.  Forrest,  Vice 
President,  The  Cleveland-Cliffs  Iron 
Company,  1460  Union  Commerce  Build¬ 
ing,  Cleveland  14,  Ohio)  for  license  for 
constructed  Project  No.  2378,  known  as 
the  McClure  Project,  located  on  Dead 
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River,  Marquette  County,  Michigan,  in 
and  near  the  City  of  Marquette. 

The  project  consists  of :  An  intake  dam 
having  an  earth-filled  section  with  crests 
at  elevation  1,201  feet,  and  a  reinforced 
concrete  spillway  with  a  crest  elevation 
of  1,197  feet;  an  intake  basin  having  an 
area  of  150  acres  at  spillway  crest  level; 
a  13,300  foot  long  penstock,  consisting 
of  concrete  reinforced  wood  pipe  and 
steel  pipe,  conveying  water  to  the  power¬ 
house;  and  a  powerhouse  containing  two 
horizontal  units  each  rated  at  4,000 
kilowatts. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington  25,  D.C.,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and  pro- 
cedure  of  the  Commission  (18  cm  1.8 
or  1.10) .  The  last  day  upon  which  pro¬ 
tests  or  petitions  may  be  filed  is  Septem¬ 
ber  10,  1963.  The  application  is  on  file 
with  the  Commission  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion. 

Joseph  H.  Outride, 
Secretary. 

[PH.  Doc.  63-7913;  Piled,  July  26,  1963; 

8:47  a.m.] 


[Docket  No.  E-7113] 

DAIRYLAND  POWER  COOPERATIVE 
•  ET  AL. 

Order  To  Show  Cause  Why  Respond¬ 
ents  Should  Not  Be  Required  To 
Comply  With  Requirements  of  the 
Federal  Power  Act 

July  22, 1963. 

Dairyland  Power  Cooperative,  Minn- 
kota  Power  Cooperative,  Inc.,  and  South 
Central  Rural  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc., 
Docket  No.  E-7113. 

This  is  an  order  directing  Dairyland 
Power  Cooperative,  La  Crosse,'  Wiscon¬ 
sin,  Minnkota  Power  Cooperative,  Inc., 
Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota,  and  South 
Central  Rural  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc., 
Lancaster,  Ohio,  to  show  cause  why  they 
should  not  be  required  to  comply  with 
this  Commission’s  reporting,  accounting 
and  rate  schedule  filing  requirements  by 
filing,  variously,  annual  financial  and 
statistical  report  forms,  original  cost 
statements,  accounting  entries  and  rate 
schedules  for  wholesale  electric  services. 
Each  of  the  aforementioned  cooperatives 
owns  or  iterates  facilities  for  the  trans¬ 
mission  or  sale  of  electric  energy  at 
wholesale  for  resale  which  is  generated 
in  one  state  and  consumed  in  another, 
and  therefore  may  be  a  public  utility 
within  the  meaning  of  the  Federal  Power 
Act,  section  201(e),  and,  for  reasons  set 
forth  below,  the  proper  administration 
of  the  Act  and  exercise  of  our  jurisdic¬ 
tion,  if  any,  over  those  cooperatives  re¬ 
quires  that: 

(1)  Dairyland  file  its  original  cost 
statement  pursuant  to  the  Commission’s 
Uniform  System  of  Accounts,  Electric 
Plant  Instruction  No.  1,  and  §  120.3  of 
the  Commission’s  Regulations  under  the 
Federal  Power  Act,  and  its  rate  schedules 
for  wholesale  electric  services  to  the 
customers  as  set  forth  below  in  Appendix 
No.  146— Pt.  I - 6 


A  ^  pursuant  to  Part  35  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  regulations; 

(2)  Minnkota  file  its  original  cost 
statement  and  its  rate  schedules  for 
wholesale  electric  services  to  the  cus¬ 
tomers  as  set  forth  below  in  Appendix 
B; *  and 

(3)  South  Central  file  its  FPC  Form 
No.  1,  Annual  Report,  for  1962,  pursuant 
to  §  141.1  of  the  Commission’s  regula¬ 
tions  under  the  Federal  Power  Act,  its 
original  cost  statement,  and  its  accoimt- 
ing  entries  recording  the  transfer  of  fa¬ 
cilities  among  South  Central,  Ohio-Mid¬ 
land  Light  &  Power  Company  and 
Columbus  and  Southern  Ohio  Electric 
Company,  pursuant  to  the  Commission’s 
Uniform  System  of  Accounts,  Electric 
Plant  Instruction  No.  5,  and  Account 
102. 

Dairyland,  Minnkota  and  South  Cen¬ 
tral  are  organized  under  the  laws  of 
the  States  of  Wisconsin,  Minnesota  and 
Ohio,  respectively,  as  cooperative  cor¬ 
porations.  They  are  financed  in  part 
by  loans  from  the  Riural  Electrification 
Administration.  The  contention  that 
any  such  cooperative  corporation  is  not 
properly  classifiable  as  a  public  utility 
within  the  meaning  of  section  201(e)  of 
the  Federal  Power  Act  because  it  is  in¬ 
corporated  as  a  cooperative  has  been 
raised  in  informal  communications  to 
the  Commission  in  response  to  a  find¬ 
ing  in  Southwestern  Power  Administra¬ 
tion,  Docket  No.  E-6975,  27  FPC  895,  898 
(1962)  that  Associated  Electric  Coop¬ 
erative,  Inc.  and  several  other  coopera¬ 
tives  are  “public  utilities.’’  In  our  sub¬ 
sequent  consideration  of  this  matter  we 
have  had  the  assistance  of  an  opinion  of 
our  General  Counsel  prepared  at  our 
request,  as  well  as  briefs  submitted  in¬ 
formally  by  the  Office  of  General  Coun¬ 
sel  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture  and 
by  a  Committee  of  Rural  Electric  Co¬ 
operatives.  The  Commission,  to  date, 
has  not  yet  reached  any  consensus  on 
these  difficult  matters. 

We  believe  that  the  "public  utility” 
status  of  REA  cooperatives  should  be 
determined  upon  a  record  made  in  a 
proceeding  in  which  all  interested  par¬ 
ties  may  participate.  Accordingly,  we 
are  issuing  this  show  cause  order,  in 
part,  to  determine  the  public  utility 
status  of  the  aforementioned  coopera¬ 
tives  and  others  similarly  situated.  If 
those  cooperatives  are  public  utilities, 
the  original  cost  statements,  accounting 
entries  and  rate  schedules  (and  the 
original  cost  statements,  accounting 
entries  and  rate  schedules  of  other  co¬ 
operatives  owning  or  operating  juris¬ 
dictional  facilities),  are  essential  to  the 
proper  discharge  of  the  Commission’s 
rate-making  and  accounting  responsi¬ 
bilities  and  will  be  required  to  be  filed 
just  as  we  normally  secure  such  state¬ 
ments,  entries  and  rate  schedules  from 
all  persons  who  have  been  classified  as 
public  utilities. 

Accordingly,  the  Commission  under 
its  authority  contained  in  sections  203, 
205,  206,  208,  301,  304,  307,  308,  309  and 


1  Currently  Dairyland  and  Minnkota  each 
have  on  file  with  this  Conunission  piirsuant 
to  section  205  of  the  Act  a  number  of  rate 
schedules  for  interstate  wholesale  electric 
services  which  each  cooperative  renders. 


311  of  the  Federal  Power  Act  and  imder 
the  Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  finds  it  necessary  and  appro¬ 
priate  for  the  purposes  of  that  Act  that 
a  public  hearing  be  held  on  this  matter 
in  the  manner  hereafter  provided  and 
the  Commission  directs  the  aforemen¬ 
tioned  cooperatives  to  show  cause  at  that 
public  hearing  to  be  held  on  October  22, 
1963,  commencing  at  10  a.m.,  e.d.s.t.,  in 
a  hearing  room  of  the  Federal  Power 
Commission,  441  G  Street  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington  25,  D.C.,  why  they  should  not  be 
required  to  file,  as  “public  utilities,”  the 
aforementioned  report  form,  original 
cost  statements,  accounting  entries  and 
rate  schedules. 

The  following  schedule  for  the  service 
of  testimony,  motions  to  strike  prepared 
testimony,  and  answers  to  motions  to 
strike  prepared  testimony,  is  ordered: 

September  20,  1963 — Service  of  direct  testi¬ 
mony  by  all  parties.  Including  the  Ck>m- 
mlsslon  staff. 

October  10,  1963 — Service  of  rebuttal  testi¬ 
mony  by  all  parties,  including  the  Com¬ 
mission  staff. 

October  16,  1963 — Service  of  motions  to 
strike  testimony  by  all  parties.  Including 
the  Conunission  staff. 

October  21,  1963 — Service  of  answers  to  mo¬ 
tions  to  strike  by  all  parties.  Including  the 
Commission  staff. 

Notices  of  intervention  or  petitions  to 
intervene  may  be  filed  with  the  Federal 
Power  Commission,  Washington  25,  D.C., 
in  accordance  with  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  (18  CFR 
1.8  and  1.37)  on  or  before  August  16, 
1963. 

For  the  convenience  of  the  parties, 
copies  of  the  General  Counsel’s  opinion 
and  of  the  briefs  filed  by  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Agriculture  and  the  Committee 
of  Rural  Electric  Cooperatives  will  be 
made  a  part  of  the  record  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  and  copies  thereof  are  available 
for  distribution  at  the  offices  of  the  Com¬ 
mission. 

By  the  Commission.* 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 
Secretary. 

Appendix  A 

DAIRYLAND  POWER  COOPERATIVE 

Lake  Superior  District  Power  Omiipany,  Ash¬ 
land,  Wls. 

Northwestern  Wisconsin  Electric  Co.,  Orants- 
burg,  Wls. 

City  of  Rochester,  Minn. 

City  of  Plattevllle,  Wls. 

Allamakee-Clayton  Electric  Coop.,  Inc., 
Postvllle,  Iowa 

Barron  County  ESectrlc  Cooperative,  Barron, 
Wls. 

Buffalo  Electric  Cooperative,  Alma,  Wls. 

Cedar  Valley  Electric  Cooperative,  St.  Ansgar, 
Iowa 

Chippewa  Valley  Electric  Coop.,  Cornell,  Wls. 
Clark  Electric  Cooperative,  Greenwood,  Wls. 
Crawford  Electric  Cooperative,  Gays  Mills, 
Wls. 

Dunn  County  Electric  Cooperative,  Menom- 
onle,  Wls. 

Richland  Cooperative  Electric  Ass’n.,  Rich¬ 
land  Center,  Wls. , 

Taylor  County  Electric  Cooperative,  Medford. 
Wls. 


*  Dissenting  statement  of  Commissioner 
Morgan  filed  as  part  of  original  document. 
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Tri-Coiinty  Electric  Cooperative,  Rushford, 
Minn. 

Winnebago  Rural  Electric  Cooperative  As¬ 
sociation,  Thompson,  Iowa 
Eau  Claire  Electric  Cooperative,  Eau  Claire, 
Wis. 

Freebom-Mower  Cooperative  Light  &  Power 
Association,  Albert  Lea,  Minn. 

Grant  Electric  Cooperative,  Lancaster,  Wls. 
Hawkeye  Tri-County  Cooperative,  Cresco, 
Iowa 

Jackson  Electric  Cooperative,  Black  River 
PaUs,  Wls, 

Jo-Carroll  Electric  Coop.,  Inc.,  Elizabeth,  Ill. 
Jump  River  Electric  Coop.,  Inc.,  Ladysmith, 
Wis. 

Lafayette  Electric  Cooperative,  Darlington, 
Wis. 

Oakdale  Cooperative  Electric  Ass’n.,  Oakdale 
Wls. 

Peoples’  Cooperative  Power  Ass'n.,  Inc.,  Ro¬ 
chester,  Minn. 

Plerce-Pepin  Electric  Cooperative,  EUsworth, 
Wls. 

Polk-Burnett  Electric  Cooperative,  Centurla, 
Wls. 

St.  Croix  County  Electric  Cooperative,  Bald¬ 
win,  Wis. 

Trempealeau  Electric  Cooperative,  Arcadia, 
Wls. 

Vernon  Electric  Cooperative,  Westby,  Wls. 
Affxndix  B 

MINNKOTA  POWEX  COOPEXATIVX,  INC. 

Baudette  Village,  Minn. 

Cass  County  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc., 
Kindred,  N.  Dak. 

Kodak  Rtiral  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc., 
Grand  Porks,  N.  Dak. 

Sheyenne  Valley  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc., 
Finley,  N.  I>ak. 

Cavalier  Rural  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc., 
Langdon,  N.  Dak. 

Red  River  Valley  Cooperative  Power  Ass’n., 
Halstad,  Minn. 

Red  Lake  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.,  Red  Lake 
Falls,  Minn. 

Wild  Rice  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.,  Mah¬ 
nomen,  Minn. 

P.  K.  M.  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.,  Warren, 
Minn. 

Beltrami  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.,  Bemidji, 

Minn. 

Clearwater-Polk  Electric  Cooperative,  Bagley, 
Minn. 

North  Star  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.,  Bau¬ 
dette,  Minn. 

Roseau  Electric  Cooperative^-  Inc.,  Roseau, 
Minn. 

n.S.  Bm^u  of  Reclamation. 

City  of  Grafton,.N.  Dak. 

City  of  Halstad,  Minn. 

City  of  Thief  River  Falls,  Minn. 

City  of  Hope,  N.  Dak. 

City  of  Sharon,  N.  Dak. 

[FR.  Doc.  63-7914;  Filed,  July  26,  1963; 
8:48  am.] 


G-11181;  Pan  American  Petroleum  Cor¬ 
poration  {Operator),  et  al..  Docket  No. 
0-12363;  Elizabeth  Perkiiis  (formerly 
Wm.  H.  Perkins).  Docket  No.  G-14838; 
Gulf  Oil  Corporation,  Docket  No.  G- 
16139;  Gulf  Oil  Corporation,  Docket  No. 
G-16218;  Shell  Oil  Company,  Docket  No. 
CI60-14;  Glenn  P.  Thomas  and  George 
W.  Brewer,  Jr.,  a  copartnership,  d/b/a 
Thomas  k  Brewer,  Docket  No.  CI62-845; 
Prior  Oil  Company,  Docket  No.  CI62- 
1408;  Pan  American  Petroleum  Corpo¬ 
ration,  Docket  No.  CI62-1522;  Deep  Ford 
Gas  Company,  et  al..  Docket  No.  CI63- 
1010;  Shadid  Production  Company,  Op¬ 
erator,  Docket  No.  CI64-46;  Gulf  Oil 
Corporation,  Docket  No.  CI64-47;  TTie 
Atlantic  Refining  Company,  et  al.. 
Docket  No.  CI64-48;  Walter  Duncan, 
Docket  No.  CI64-49;  Producing  Proper¬ 
ties,  Inc.  (Operator),  et  al..  Docket  No. 
CI64-50  (CI62-114) ;  Oklahoma  Natural 
Gas  Company,  Docket  No.  CI64-51 
(CI63-36) ;  Crystal  Oil  and  Land  Com¬ 
pany,  Docket  No.  CI64-52  (G-8509) ;  Sim 
Oil  Company  (Southwest  DiviMon) , 
Docket  No.  CI64-53  (G-6630) ;  Texas 
Gulf  Producing  Company,  I>ocket  No. 
CI64-54;  The  Pure  Oil  Company,  Docket 
No.  CI64-55;  Haroldson  L.  Hunt,  Jr., 
Trust  Estate,  Docket  No.  d64-56  (CI60- 
151) ;  Sellwood-Myers,  Docket  No.  CI64- 
57  (G-8745) ;  R.  W.  Pair  (Operator),  et 
al..  Docket  No.  CI64-58  (CI61-151) ; 
Evelyn  Ellen  Mills  (formerly  Wallace) 


and  James  A.  Brown,  Trustees  imder 
Will  of  Algernon  W.  Brown,  Deceased; 
Evelyn  G.  Brown  and  James  A.  Brown, 
Individually,  Docket  No.  CI64-59;  Robert 
P.  Tinnin  and  Omegfi  E.  Quinn,  Docket 
No.  CI64-60;  J.  E.  Stack,  Jr.,  Curator, 
Docket  No.  CI64-61  (G-9520) ;  Aikman 
Brothers,  Docket  No.  CI6^4-62 ;  Aztec  Oil 
&  Gas  Company,  Docket  No.  CI64-63; 
J.  R.  Perkins,  Eli^beth  Perkins,  Marvin 
J.  Coles,  Clark  M.  Clifford  and  Howard 
W.  Jennings,  Docket  No.  CI64-64;  Eason 
Oil  Company,  Docket  No.  C:T64-65; 
Ozark-Mahoning  Company,  Docket  No. 
CI64-66;  Pan  American  Petroleum  Cor¬ 
poration,  '  Docket  No.  CI64-67 ;  H.  J. 
Mossor,  Docket  No.  CI64-68;  Shell  Oil 
Company,  Docket  No.  CI64-69;  Shell  Oil 
Company,  Docket  No.  CI64-70;  Texaco 
Inc.,  Docket  No.  CI64-71 ;  R.  C.  Hardman 
Oil  &  Gas  Company,  Docket  No.  CI64- 
72;  C.  L.  Kingsbury,  et  al..  Docket  No. 
CI64-73;  Southern  Triangle  Oil  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.,  Docket  No.  CI64-74. 

Take  notice  that  each  of  the  above 
Applicants  has  filed  an  application  or 
petition  pursuant  to  section  7  of  the 
Natural  Gas  Act  for  authorization  to  sell 
natural  gas  in  interstate  commerce  or 
to  abandon  service  heretofore  authorized 
as  described  herein,  all  as  more  fully 
described  in  the  respective  applications 
and  amendments  which  are  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 


Docket  No.  and 
date  filed 


Field  and  location 


Turebaser 


Reisbman  Lese,  Putnam  County, 
W.  Va. 

Acreage  in  Pearl  River  County,  Miss. 

Washington  District,  Calhoun 
(3onnty,  W.  Va. 

Happytown  Field,  St.  Martin  Parish, 
La. 

Acreage  in  Rio  Arriba  County,  N.  Mex. 

Sidney  Lease,  Stephens  County,  Okla. 

Acreage  in  OchQtree  County,  Tex _ 

Acreage  in  Harper  (bounty,  Okla. . 

White  Castle  Field,  Iberville  Parish, 
La. 

Acreage  in  Morton  County,  Eans . 

John  N.  Walton  SO  acres;  Harriet  E. 
Maxwell  and  Alice  Fitowilliams  70 
acres.  New  Milton  District,  Dod¬ 
dridge  County,  W.  Va. 

Acreage  in  Beaver  Coimty,  Oklahoma. 

Stafford  District,  Mingo  County, 
W.  Va. 

Moravia  Area,  6  ml.  north  of  Willow, 
Beckham  County,  Okla. 

Northwest  Ouinlan  Field,  Woodwars 
County,  Okla. 

Houdman  Sield,  Live  Oak  County, 
Tex. 

Basin  Dakota  Field,  San  Juan  County, 

M  Kf  6Z 

QwinviUe  Field,  Simpson  County, 
Miss. 

Armour  Webb  Field,  Grant  County, 
Okla. 

Ivan  Field,  Bossier  Parish,  La _ 

Qulnto  Creek  Fldd,  Jim  Wells  Coun¬ 
ty,  Tex. 

Lundell  Field  Area,  Duval  County, 
Tex. 

Southwest  Waukomis  Field,  Wau- 
komis  Area,  Garfield  County,  Okla. 

West  Pilgrim  Church  Area,  Allen 

ParidirLa. 


G-77JK . 

E  7-18-63 

G-8816 . 

C  7-16-63 

G-ni70 . 

E  7-11-63 

0-11181 . 

B  6-24-68 

G-12363 _ 

B  7-10-63 

0-14838 _ 

E  7-12-63 

0-16139 _ 

C  7-16-63 

0-16218 _ 

C  7-18-68 


United  Fuel  Oas  Co. 


United  Oas  Pipe  Line  Co . 

Hope  Natural  Oas  Co . . 

Transcontinental  Oas  Pipe  Line 
Oorp. 

El  Paso  Natural  Oas  (To . . 


16.026 


Transwestem  Pipeline  Co. 


Florida  Oas  Transmission  Co _ 

Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co. 
Hope  Natural  Oas  Co . . 


CI60-14. 


B  7-16-63 
Cie2-846.... 

B  7-16-63 
0162-1408... 
B  7-6-63 


Northern  Natural  Oas  Co. 


CI62-1622.. 

B  7-16-63 
CI63-1010.. 
B  7-16-63 


Hope  Natural  Oas  Co. 


CI64-46. 


Arkansas  Louisiana  Oas  Co. 


A  7-11-63 

C164-47 _ 

A  7-11-63 

CI64-48 _ 

A  7-11-63 

CI64-40 _ 

A  7-11-63 

CI64-60 _ 

D  7-11-63 

CI64-51 _ 

D  7-11-63 


Cities  Service  Oas  Co. 


[Docket  No.  G-7794  etc.] 

MYERS  AND  TOMKIES  GAS  CO.  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Applications  for  Certificates, 
Abandonment  of  Service  and  Peti¬ 
tions  To  Amend  Certificates  ' 

July  24, 1963. 

Myers  and  Tomkies  Gas  Company 
(formerly  Rodgers  k  Wright,  Inc.) , 
Docket  No.  G-7794;  Humble  Oil  &  Re¬ 
fining  Company,  Docket  No.  0-8816; 
S.  &  F.  Oas  Company  (formerly  Union 
Gas  Corporation),  Docket  No.  0-11170; 
Gas  Gathering  Corporation,  Docket  No. 


Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corp. 

El  Paso  Natural  Oas  Co . . 

Southern  Natural  Oas  Co . . 

Arkansas  Louisiana  Oas  Co. . 


CI64-62. 


D  7-11-63 


Transcontinental  Oas  Pipe  Line 
Corp. 

Natural  Oas  Pipeline  Co.  o. 
America. 

Arkansas  Louldana  Oas  Co. 

throu^  Cam  Oas  Ck>. 

United  Oas  Pipe  Line  Go . 


CI64-63. 


D  7-8-63 

CI64-64 . 

A  7-12-63 

CI64-66 _ 

A  7-12-63 

CI64-86 . 

D  7-12-63 

Filing  code:  A — Initial  service. 

B — Amendment  to  add  aereage. 

G — Amendment  to  delete  acreage. 
D — Abandonment. 

E— Change  in  name. 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 


*  This  notice  does  not  provide  for  con- 
Bolldatlon  for  bearing  of  tbe  sewal  matters 
covered  heruln,  nor  should  it  be  so  construed. 
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Docket  No.  and 
date  filed 

PurcbasOT 

Field  and  location 

Price  per 
Mcf 

Pres¬ 

sure 

base 

rnvi-.w  _ — 

Arkansas  T^niiisiana  Oas  Co,_,. 

Rode-ssa  Field,  Caddo  Parish,  La  _ . . _ 

(0 

*12.56406 

■  D  7-12-63 

_ .  _ 

Manziel  Field,  Wood  County,  Tex _ 

Canyon  Largo  Field,  Rio  Arriba 
County,  N.  Mex.: 

Pictured  Cliffs  ...  .  .  . .  _ _ _  _ . 

14.65 

A  7-12-63 

El  Paso  Natural  Oas  Co _ 

A  7-12-63 

11.0 

15.025 

Mesa  Verde  ....  _  _  .  .._  __  _ 

12.0 

15.025 

--.—do.. . 

Canyon  Largo  Field,  Rio  Arriba 
County,  N.  Mex.: 

Pictured  Cliffs.  .  .  _ 

A  7-12-63 

11.0 

15.025 

Mesa  Verde  .  .  ... 

12.0 

16.025 

C 164-61 . 

United  Oas  Pipe  Line  Co _ 

Owinville  Field,  Jefferson  Davis 

17.0 

16025 

A  7-12-63 
PTfi4-fi2 

Northern  Natural  Oas  Co _ 

County,  Miss. 

Bechtold  Field,  Lipscomb  County, 
Tex. 

Portions  of  San  Juan  County,  N. 
Mex.: 

Pictured  Cliffs ...  .  .  _ _ 

17.0 

14.65 

A  7-15-S3 
nTfi4-63_  _ _ 

Southern  Union  Oathering  Co. 

A  7-15-63 

(assignee  of  Southern  Union 
Oas  Co.). 

11.0466 

15.025 

Mesa  Verde  .  .  .  ...... 

13.0560 

15.025 

Pennsylvanian  Series  _ _ _  . 

&0000 

16025 

Dakota . 

13.0536 

16025 

CI64-64  . 

Arkansas  Louisiana  Oas  Co _ 

Northwest  Okeene  Field,  Blaine 

16.8 

14.66 

A  7-16-63 
CI64-65  .  .  .  . 

do  _  __ 

County,  Okla. 

Acreage  in  Blaine  County,  Okla _ 

16.8 

14.65 

A  7-15-43 
CI64-66  . 

Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co. 

Arkansas  Louisiana  Oas  Co _ 

Acreage  in  Beaver  County,  Okla 

17.0 

14.65 

A  7-16-63 
r,Tiu-«7 

North  Cooper  Field,  Blaine  County, 
Okla. 

Tom  Graham  Field,  Jim  Wells 

168 

14.65 

A  7-16-63 

The  Altex  Corp _ 

13.8462 

14.65 

A  7-16-63 
f!T64-6fl  _ 

Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co. 

County,  Tex. 

Avard  Area,  Woods  County,  Okla. 

17.0 

14.66 

A  7-16-63 

ni(U-7n 

Arkansas  Louisiana  Oas  Co. _ _ 

and  West  Valley  Cent^  Area, 
Dewey  County,  Okla. 

Waukomis  Area,  Garfield  County, 
Okla. 

Midwell  Northwest  Field,  Cimaron 

14.7 

14.66 

A  7-17-63 
CI64-71 

Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co. 

17.0 

14.66 

A  7-18-63 
CI64-72 

Hope  MAtural  Oas  Co  .  __ 

County,  Okla. 

Murphy  District,  Ritchie  County, 
W.  Va. 

Washington  District,  Calhoun  Coun¬ 
ty,  W.  Va. 

Murphy  District,  Ritchie  County, 
W.  Va. 

25.0 

15.325 

A  7-18-63 

nTRi-73 

. do . . - . . 

26.0 

15.325 

A  7-18-63 
rTfi4-74 

. do  . . . 

26.0 

15.326 

A  7-18-63 

>  Deletion  by  Letter  Agreement  with  Purchaser  dated  May  31,  1963. 

*  Deletion  by  Letter  Agreement  with  Purchaser  dated  June  11, 1963. 

*  By  Agreement  between  Buyer  and  Seller. 

*  Under  ^rvioe  Agreement  dated  April  6,  1962,  Cam  Qas  Co.  receives  16.8  cents  per  Mcf  from  Purchaser  and  dis¬ 
tributes  Seller’s  share  after  deducting  2.1  cents  per  Mcf  for  transportation. 

'  Includes  0.16866  cent  tax  reimbursement. 


•  Assigned. 

» Depleted. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington  25,  D.C.,  in  accordance 
with  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
(18  CPR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before 
August  13, 1963. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  and  subject  to 
the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Commission  by  sections  7  and 
15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act,  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice  and  procedure, 
a  hearing  will  be  held  without  further 
notice  before  the  Commission  on  all  ap¬ 
plications  in  which  no  protest  or  petition 
to  intervene  is  filed  within  the  time  re¬ 
quired  herein.  Where  a  protest  or  peti¬ 
tion  for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed, 
or  where  the  Commission  on  its  own 
motion  believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is 
required,  further  notice  of  such  hearing 
will  be  duly  given. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicants  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Joseph  H.  Gutrioe, 
Secretary. 

(FH.  Doc.  63-7972;  FUed,  July  26.  1963; 

8:69  ajn.] 


[Project  No.  2374] 

HAMMERMILL  PAPER  CO. 

Notice  of  Application  for  License 

July  22,  1963. 

Public  notice  is  hereby  given  that  ap¬ 
plication  has  been  filed  under  the  Federal 
Power  Act  (16  UJ3.C.  791a-825r)  by 
Hammermill  Paper  Company  (corre¬ 
spondence  to:  M.  E.  Graham,  Hammer- 
mill  Paper  Company,  Erie,  Pennsylvania) 
for  license  for  constructed  Project  No. 
2374,  located  on  the  Paw  Paw  River  in 
the  City  of  Watervliet,  County  of  Ber¬ 
rien,  Michigan. 

The  project  consists  of:  A  concrete 
dam  about  85  feet  long  with  wood  dash¬ 
boards  2  feet  high,  and  a  race  chanbel 
with  intermediate  pond  between  the  dam 
and  powerhouse  located  2,000  feet  down¬ 
stream;  a  spillway  about  500  feet  above 
the  powerhouse  used  primarily  to  dis¬ 
charge  fiood  waters;  two  9-foot  in  diam¬ 
eter  steel  fiumes  crossing  imder  Main 
Street  in  the  City  of  Watervliet  to  the 
powerhouse;  a  powerhouse  containing  a 
hydroelectric  unit  having  a  rated  capac¬ 


ity  of  300  kilowatts;  and  other  appur¬ 
tenant  facilities. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington  25,  D.C.,  in  accordance 
with  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
of  the  Commission  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10) . 
The  last  day  upon  which  protests  or  peti¬ 
tions  may  be  filed  is  September  16,  1963. 
The  application  is  on  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  for  public  inspection. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 
Secretary. 

[FJR.  Doc.  63-7915;  FUed,  July  26,  1963; 
8:49  ajn.] 


[Project  No.  2366] 

SUSQUEHANNA  POWER  CO.  AND 
PHILADELPHIA  ELECTRIC  POWER  CO. 

Notice  of  Application  for  License 
July  22,  1963. 

Public  notice  is  hereby  given  that  ap¬ 
plication  has  been  filed  under  Uie  Fed¬ 
eral  Power  Act  (16  U.S.C.  791a-825r)  by 
Susquehanna  Power  Company  and  Phil¬ 
adelphia  Electric  Power  Company  (cor¬ 
respondence  to:  Vincent  P.  McDevitt, 
General  Counsel,  Henry  P.  Sullivan,  Asst. 
Gen.  Counsel.  1000  Chestnut  Street, 
Philadelphia  5,  Pa.,  or  Charles  W.  Smith, 
P.O.  Box  7353,  Baltimore  27,  Maryland) 
for  license  for  Project  No.  2355,  known 
as  Muddy  Run — Conowingo  Project,  sit¬ 
uated  on  the  Susquehanna  River  in  Cecil 
and  Harford  Counties,  Maryland,  in  the 
general  vicinity  of  Conowingo  and  Dar¬ 
lington. 

The  project,  which  comprises  existing, 
partly  constructed  and  proposed  facili¬ 
ties,  would  consist  of:  A  dam  across 
Muddy  River  and  a  dike  to  contain  the 
upper  reservoir  to  elevation  520  feet;  a 
reservoir  of  60,500  acre-feet  with  a  maxi¬ 
mum  drawdown  of  50  feet  which  would 
provide  35,500  acre-feet  of  usable  stor¬ 
age;  an  open  canal  to  convey  water  from 
ttie  forebay  to  an  intake  structure  to  be 
located  about  1,000  feet  from  the  Cono¬ 
wingo  Reservoir;  shafts  and  tunnels  to 
convey  water  to  a  conventional  outdoor 
type  powerhouse  to  be  located  on  the  east 
bank  of  the  Conowingo  Reservoir  con¬ 
taining  a  hydroelect^c  installation  of 
800,000  kilowatts;  and  appurtenant  elec¬ 
trical  and  mechanical  facilities. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington  25,  D.C.,  in  accordance 
with  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure 
of  the  Commission  (18  CTFR  1.8  or  1.10) . 
The  last  day  upon  which  protests  or  pe¬ 
titions  may  filed  is  September  4.  1963. 
The  application  is  on  file  with  the  Com¬ 
mission  for  public  inspection. 

Joseph  H.  Gutiude, 
Secretary. 

[FH.  Doc.  63-7916;  FUed,  July  26,  1963; 

8:49  ajXL.] 
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NOTICES 


SMALL  BUSINESS  ADMINISTRA¬ 
TION 

(Disaster  Declaration  No.  438] 

ARKANSAS 

Declaration  of  Disaster  Area 

Whereas,  it  has  been  reported  that 
during  the  month  of  July  1963,  because 
of  the  effects  of  certain  disasters,  damage 
resulted  to  residences  and  business  prop¬ 
erty  located  in  Garland  County  in  the 
State  of  Arkansas ; 

Whereas,  the  Small  Business  Adminis¬ 
tration  has  investigated  and  has  received 
other  reports  of  investigations  of  condi¬ 
tions  in  the  area  affected ; 

Whereas,  after  reading  and  evaluating 
reports  of  such  conditions,  I  find  that  the 
conditions  in  such  area  constitute  a 
catastrophe  within  the  purview  of  the 
Small  Business  Act,  as  amended. 

Now,  therefore,  as  Administrator  of 
the  Small  Business  Administration,  I 
hereby  deterznine  that : 

1.  Applications  for  disaster  loans 
under  the  provisions  of  section  7(b)(1) 
of  the  Small  Business  Act,  as  amended, 
may  be  received  and  considered  by  the 
OfiOces  below  indicated  from  persons  or 
firms  whose  property,  situated  in  the 
aforesaid  County  and  areas  adjacent 
thereto,  suffered  damage  or  destruction 
resulting  from  flood  and  accompanying 
conditions  occurring  on  or  about  July  16, 
1963. 

Orncxs 

Small  Business  Administration  Regional  Of¬ 
fice,  1025  Elm  Street.  DaUas  2,  Tez. 

Small  Business  Administration  Branch  Of¬ 
fice,  700  West  Capital  Avenue,  Little  Rock, 
Ark. 

2.  Applications  for  disaster  loans  im- 
der  ttie  authority  of  this  Declaration  will 
not  be  accepted  subsequent  to  January 
31. 1964. 

Dated:  July  18, 1963. 

John  E.  Horne, 
Administrator. 

(PR.  Doc.  63-7865;  Piled.  July  25,  1963; 
8:50  a.m.] 

INHRSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

[Notice  840] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

July  24.  1963. 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  pursuant 
to  section  212(b)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act.  and  rules  and  regulations  pre¬ 
scribed  thereunder  (49  CFR  Part  179), 
appear  below: 

As  provided  in  the  Commission’s  spe¬ 
cial  rules  of  practice  any  interested  per¬ 
son  may  file  a  petition  seeking  recon¬ 
sideration  of  the  following  numbered 
proceedings  within  20  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice.  Pursuant 
to  section  17(8)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  the  filing  of  such  a  petition 
will  postpone  the  effective  date  of  the 
order  in  that  proceeding  pending  its 


disposition.  The  matters  relied  upon  by 
petitioners  must  be  specified  in  their 
petitions  with  particularity. 

No.  MOFC  65771.  By  order  of  July 
15,  1963,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Thomas  Von  Mello, 
Marion,  Mass.,  of  Permit  in  No.  MC 
117671,  issued  June  21,  1961,  to  Oliver 
Nichols,  doing  business  as  Nichols  Ma¬ 
rine  Carriers,  New  Bedford,  Mass.,  au¬ 
thorizing  the  transportation  of:  boats, 
over  irregular  rout^,  not  exceeding  33 
feet  in  length  requi^g  special  equip¬ 
ment  for  transportation,  and  boat  acces¬ 
sories.  when  transported  with  boats  of 
which  they  are  a  part  or  are  to  be  at¬ 
tached,  between  Pall  River  and  New 
Bedford,  Mass.,  and  East  Greenwich. 
R.I.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Maine,  New  Hampshire,  Ver- 
m  o  n  t,  Massachusetts,  Connecticut. 
Rhode  Island,  New  York,  New  Jersey, 
Delaware.  Maryland.  Virginia,  North 
Carolina.  Sohth  Carolina,  Georgia,  and 
Florida,  with  restriction.  Jeanne  M. 
Hession,  64  Harvest  Street,  Dorchester 
25,  Mass.,  attorney  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-PC  65978.  By  order  of  July  15, 
1963,  the  Transfer  Board  approved  the 
substitution  of  Jansen  Transportation 
Co..  Inc.,  Cudahy,  Calif.,  In  lieu  of  Rob¬ 
ert  A.  Jansen.  Lloyd  M.  Jansen,  Wayne  E. 
Jansen,  and  Elroy  A.  Jansen,  a  partner¬ 
ship,  doing  business  as  Jansen  Transpor¬ 
tation  Company,  Cudahy,  Calif.,  as  ap¬ 
plicant  in  No.  MC  96835  (Sub.  No.  11  for 
a  certificate  of  registration  to  operate  in 
interstate*  or  foreign  commerce  authoriz¬ 
ing  operations  under  the  former  second 
proviso  of  section  206(a)(1)  of  the  Act 
supported  by  California  Certificate  No. 
55439  authorizing  the  transportation  of 
iron  or  steel,  paper  articles,  petroleum  or 
petroleum  products,  in  packages,  includ¬ 
ing  compounded  oils  or  greases  having  a 
petroleum  base,  roofing  or  siding,  or 
roofing  or  siding  materials,  and  miscel¬ 
laneous  commodities,  between  all  points 
within  the  Los  Angeles  Territory  as  de¬ 
scribed  therein.  R.  Y.  Schureman,  1010 
Wilshire  Boulevard,  Los  Angeles  17, 
Calif.,  attorney  for  applicants. 

No.  MC3-PC  66073.  By  order  of  July 
15,  1963,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Gay  C.  Howrey  and  Roger 
K.  Donnelly,  a  partnership,  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as  Gay  C.  Howrey.  La  Porte  City, 
Iowa,  of  the  operating  rights  set  forth  in 
Certificate  in  Nos.  MC  88856  and  MC 
88856  (Sub  No.  1),  issued  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  February  25,  1941,  and  Decem¬ 
ber  6,  1941,  respectively,  to  Gay  C.  How¬ 
rey,  La  Porte  CJity,  Iowa,  authorizing  the 
transportation,  over  irregular  routes,  of 
livestock,  from  La  Porte  City,  Iowa,  and 
points  within  10  miles  of  La  Porte  CTity, 
to  Chicago,  Bl.,  and  from  points  more 
than  10  miles  and  not  over  25  miles 
from  La  Porte  City,  Iowa,  to  Chicago, 
m.,  and  of  farm  machinery,  from  Chi¬ 
cago,  Moline,  and  Rock  Island.  Bl.,  to 
La  Porte  City,  Iowa. 

No.  MC-PC  66082.  By  order  of  July 
23,  1963,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Heeren  Trucking  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.,  Lemmon,  S.  Dak.,  of  Certifi¬ 
cates  in  Nos.  MC  1150  (Sub  No.  1).  MC 
1150  (Sub  No.  6)  and  MC  1150  (Sub  No. 
12),  issued  December  29,  1959,  April  10, 
1958,  and  January  20,  1956,  to  J.  B. 
Heeren,  doing  business  as  Heeren  Truck¬ 
ing  Company,  Lemmon,  S.  Dak.,  author¬ 


izing  the  transportation  of  petroleum 
products,  in  bulk,  in  tank  trucks  over 
irregular  routes,  from  Newcastle,  Wyo., 
to  Lemmon,  McIntosh,  McLaughlin, 
Mobridge,  Thimder  Hawk,  and  Watau¬ 
ga,  S.  Dak.;  petroleiun  and  petroleum  ' 
products,  as  described  in  Appendix  XUi 
to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Dickinson, 

N.  Dak.,  to  points  in  South  Dakota  on. 
north,  and  west  of  a  line  extending  from 
the  Wyoming-South  Dakota  State  line 
along  U.S.  Highway  14  through  Rapid 
City,  Pierre,  and  Wessington  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  281,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  281  through  Redfield  and 
Aberdeen  to  the  South  Dakota-North 
Dakota  State  line;  and  from  Scottsbluff, 
Nebr.,  and  points  within  5  miles  thereof, 
to  Eagle  Butte,  Timber  Lake.  McIntosh. 
Glenham,  and  Glencross,  S.  Dak.  Ron¬ 
ald  R.  Johnson,  310  Main  Avenue.  Lem¬ 
mon,  S.  Dak.,  attorney  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-PC  66099.  By  order  of  July  15, 
1963,  the  Transfer  Board  approved  the 
transfer  to  Westlake  Transfer  Company, 
a  Corporation,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  of  Cer¬ 
tificate  in  No.  MC  73768,  issued  February 
4,  1952,  to  Elmer  H.  Struebing,  doing 
business  as,  Westlake  Transfer  Company. 
Los  Angeles.  Calif.,  authorizing  the 
transportation  of  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  over  irregular 
routes,  between  points  in  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.  William  E.  Struebing,  626  West 
15th  Street,  Los  Angeles  15,  Calif.,  repre¬ 
sentative  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-PC  66100.  By  order  of  July  15, 
1963,  the  Transfer  Board  approved  the 
transfer  to  Lee  Wooten  and  B.  W.  Ward, 
a  partnership,  doing  business  as,  W  &  W 
Produce,  Canton,  Tex.,  of  Certificate  in 
No.  MC  117740,  issued  May  1, 1961,  to  Lee 
Wooten,  Canton,  Tex.,  authorizing  the 
transportation  of  bananas,  over  irregular 
routes,  from  New  Orleans,  La.,  to  Dallas, 
Tex.  James  W.  Hightower,  136  Wynne- 
wood  Professional  Building,  Dallas  24, 
Tex.,  attorney  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-PC  66112.  By  order  of  July 
15,  1963,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Southwest  Wheel  &  Man¬ 
ufacturing  Co.,  a  corporation,  Dallas, 
Tex.,  of  Certificate  in  No.  MC  118073 
(Sub  No.  1) ,  issued  July  17, 1961,  to  E.  R. 
Collins,  doing  business  as  E.  R.  Collins 
Trucking  Co.,  Houston,  Tex.,  authorizing 
the  transportation  of  tea,  over  irregular 
routes,  from  Galveston,  Tex.,  to  Kanssts 
City  and  Springfield,  Mo.,  Streator,  Bl., 
Concordia  and  Hutchinson,  ELans.,  and 
Monphis,  Tenn.  James  W.  Hightower, 
136  Wynnewood  Professional  Building, 
Dallas  24,  Tex.,  attorney  for  applicants. 

No.  MC-PC  65959.'  By  order  of  July 
15,  1963,  the  Transfer  Board,  on  recon¬ 
sideration  of  the  application,  as  amend¬ 
ed.  approved  the  transfer  to  Moore’s 
Transfer,  Inc.,  Osmond,  Nebr.,  of  a  por¬ 
tion  of  Certificates  in  Nos.  MC  90144,  and 
MC  90144  (Sub-No.  8),  issued  by  the 
Commission.  August  18, 1961,  and  August 
21,  1961,  respectively,  to  Sky  Line  Car¬ 
riers,  Inc.,  authorizing  the  transporta¬ 
tion,  over  irregular  routes,  of :  Salt,  from 
Hutchinson,  Kans.,  to  points  in  Nebraska, 
and  pepper,  in  packages,  in  mixed  ship- 


^The  above  notice  supersedes  the  notice 
published  July  2,  1963,  Volume  28,  Number 
128,  Page  6818. 
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ments  with  salt  and  salt  compounds, 
from  Hutchinson.  Kans.,  to  points  in  Ne¬ 
braska.  Einar  Viren,  904  City  National 
Bank  Building,  Omaha  2,  Nebr.r  attor¬ 
ney  for  applicants. 

[seal]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  63-7924;  PUed,  July  28,  1963; 
8:62  a.m.] 


FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATION 
FOR  RELIEF 

July  24.  1963. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  appli¬ 
cation  must  be  prepared  in  accordance 
with  Rule  1.40  of  the  general  rules  of 
practice  (49  CFR  1.40)  and  filed  within 
15  days  from  the  date  of  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Long-and-Short  Haul 

FSA  No.  38449:  Joint  motor-rail 
rates — Eastern  Central.  Filed  by  The 
Eastern  Central  Motor  Carriers  Associa¬ 
tion,  Inc.,  agent  (No.  222) ,  for  interested 
carriers.  Rates  on  property  moving  on 
class  and  commodity  rates  over  joint 
routes  of  applicant  rail  and  motor  car¬ 
riers,  between  central.  Middlewest  and 
Southwestern  territories,  on  the  one 
hand,  and  points  in  Middle  Atlantic  and 
New  England  territories,  on  the  other. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Motor-truck  com¬ 
petition. 

Tariff:  Second  revised  page  69  to  The 
Eastern  Central  Motor  Carriers  Associa¬ 
tion,  Inc.,  agent,  tariff  MF-I.C.C.  A-230. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

IP.R.  Doc.  63-7926;  Piled,  July  26,  1963; 

8:52  ajn.] 


CENTRAL  AND  FIELD 
ORGANIZATION 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

July  22, 1963. 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  section 
3(a)  of  the  Administrative  Procedure 
Act.  the  following  amendments  to  “De¬ 
scription  of  the  Central  and  Fledd  Offices 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,”  issue  of  March  14,  1962  (27  F.R. 
2424) ,  are  published. 

Under  section  3  Bureau  Organization: 

In  Item  (c)  Office  of  the  Managing 
Director,  paragraph  (1)  Budget  and  Fis¬ 
cal  Office,  is  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

(1)  Budget  and  Fiscal  Office.  Re¬ 
sponsible  for  the  prei>aration  and  execu¬ 
tion  of  the  Commission’s  budget;  assess¬ 
ment  of  manpower  utilization  and 
requirements;  for  analysis  of  work  proc- 
essess  as  relate  thereto;  for  fiscal  ac¬ 
counting,  auditing,  payrolling,  and  leave 
administration;  and  for  internal  fiscal 
audit. 

and  new  paragraph  (4)  Section  of  Sys¬ 
tems  Development,  reading  as  follows  is 
added: 

(4)  Section  of  Systems  Development. 
Responsible  for  conducting  studies  to  de¬ 
termine  the  feasibility  of  applying  auto¬ 
matic  and  other  data  processing  methods 


to  Commission  operations  and  work  proc¬ 
esses.  Develops  and  inq;>lements  com¬ 
plete  systems  for  those  areas  determined 
to  be  susc^tiUe  to  such  methods.  De¬ 
signs.  develops  and  implements  work 
measurement  and  work  reporting  ^s- 
tems.  Utilizing  electronic  data  processes, 
operates  automated  control  system  which 
reflects  the  status  of  proceedings  cases 
and  specifically  identifies  those  cases  and 
steps  in  which  processing  should  be  re¬ 
viewed  for  expediting  action. 

In  Item  (d)  Office  of  the  Secretary,  the 
last  sentence  of  the  first  paragraph  is  re¬ 
vised  to  read  as  follows:  “The  Secretary’s 
Office,  which  includes  the  Public  Infor¬ 
mation  Officer,  is  the  medium  through 
which  decisions,  orders,  statements,  re¬ 
leases  and  other  information,  including 
individual  votes  contained  in  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  minutes,  are  made  available  to 
the  press  and  public.” 

Item  (k)  Bureau  of  Rates  and  Practices 
is  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

(k)  Bureau' of  Rates  and  Practices. 
Performs  duties  in  connection  with  the 
Commission’s  proceedings  involving  rail 
carriers,  motor  carriers,  water  carriers, 
and  freight  forwarders,  imder  the  various 
sections  of  the  Act.  relative  to  rates, 
fares,  charges  and  practices  and  relief 
from  anti-trust  laws  relative  to  collec¬ 
tive  rate-making  agreements;  and  con¬ 
ducts  proceedings  arising  under  a  num¬ 
ber  of  miscellaneous  provisions  of  the 
Act  and  other  acts  such  as  the  Railway 
Mail  Service  Pay  Act,  Railroad  Retire¬ 
ment  Act,  etc.,  which  require  Com¬ 
mission  findings  and  determinations. 

(l)  Section  of  Administration.  Per¬ 
forms  the  Bureau’s  administrative  work 
pertaining  to  cases  processed  which  in¬ 
cludes  maintaining  records,  handling 
procedural  matters,  preparing  notices 
and  orders,  and  conducting  correspond¬ 
ence  with  parties  to  the  cases. 

(2)  Section  of  Hearings.  Schedules 
hearings  in  all  bureau  luroceedings  re¬ 
quiring  an  oral  hearing  and  handles  pro¬ 
cedural  questions  arising  in  connection 
therewith  until  the  report  and  recom¬ 
mended  order  are  served.  Conducts 
hearings,  prepares  initial  reports  on  pro¬ 
ceedings  handled  in  the  Bureau  and  re¬ 
leases  for  service  all  initial  reports  and 
recommended  orders.  Reviews  proce¬ 
dures  and  makes  recommendations  for 
changes  designed  to  prcxnote  efficiency 
and  to  expedite  the  processing  of  pro¬ 
ceedings. 

(3)  Section  of  Proceedings.  After  an¬ 
alysis  of  the  record  and  consideration  of 
briefs,  exceptions,  other  pleadings  and 
oral  arguments,  if  any,  report  writers 
assigned  to  operating  units  within  this 
Section  prepare  draft  final  reports  and 
orders  for  circulation  to  the  Commissioa, 
Division  or  Rates  and  Practices  Review 
Board.  Final  reports  are  checked  for 
factual  correctness  and  consistency  with 
prior  decisions.  Memoranda  are  pre¬ 
pared  and  circulated  to  the  Commission 
or  Division  recommending  disposition  of 
petitions.  In  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  system  of  individual  Commis¬ 
sioner  responsibility,  the  specific  man¬ 
ner  in  which  cases  assigned  to  the  Com¬ 
missioner’s  personal  docket  are  handled 
will  be  determined  by  the  Commissioner 
to  whom  the  cases  are  assigned. 


(4)  Rates  and  Practices  Review  Board. 
See  Item  7.12  of  the  Organization  Min¬ 
utes  as  amended  for  functions  and  duties. 

Harold  D.  McCoy, 
Secretary. 

[PR.  Doc.  63-7926;  Filed,  July  26,  1963; 
8:52  ajn.] 


FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATIONS  FOR 
RELIEF 

July  23,  1963. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  applica¬ 
tion  must  be  prepared  in  accordance  with 
Rule  1.40  of  the  general  rules  of  practice 
(49  CFR  1.40)  and  filed  within  15  days 
from  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Long -and -Short  Haul 

FSA  No.  38445:  Talc,  etc.,  from  West 
Yellowstone,  Mont.  Filed  by  Western 
Trunk  Line  Committee,  agent  (No.  A- 
2312),  for  interested  rail  carriers.  Rates 
on  talc,  soapstone,  wollastonite,  etc.,  as 
more  fully  described  in  the  application, 
in  carloads,  from  West  Yellowstone. 
Mont.,  to  points  in  southern  and  official 
(not  including  Illinois)  territories. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Market  competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariff:  Supplement  88  to  Western 
Trunk  Line  Committee,  agent,  tariff 
I.C.C.  A-4396. 

FSA  No.  38446:  Sand  to  Decatur,  III. 
Filed  by  Illinois  Freight  Association, 
agent  (No.  209),  for  interested  rail  car¬ 
riers.  Rates  on  sand,  as  described  in 
the  application,  in  carloads,  from  Attica, 
Lafayette,  Monteziuna  and  Terre  Haute, 
Ind.,  to  Decatur,  HI. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Motor- truck  com¬ 
petition. 

Tariffs:  Supplements  131,  90  and  171 
to  The  Baltimore  and  Ohio  Railroad 
Company  tariff  I.C.C.  24048,  The  Penn¬ 
sylvania  Railroad  Company  tariff  I.C.C. 
3414  and  Wabash  Railroad  Company 
tariff  I.C.C.  7844,  respectively. 

PSA  No.  38447 :  Cement  from  Bauxite, 
Ark.  Piled  by  Southwestern  Freight 
Bureau,  Agent '(No.  B-8419),  inter¬ 
ested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on  cement  and 
related  articles,  in  carloads,  from  Baux¬ 
ite,  Ark.,  to  points  in  southwestern, 
western  trunk-line  and  Illinois  terri¬ 
tories. 

Grounds  for  relief:  Market  competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariff:  Supplement  126  to  Southwest¬ 
ern  Freight  Bureau,  Agent,  tariff  I.C.C. 
4325. 

FSA  No.  38448:  Scrap  or  waste  paper 
to  southern  territory.  Piled  by  Illinois 
Freight  Association,  Agent  (No.  210),  for 
interested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on  scrap 
or  waste  paper,  as  described  in  the  ap¬ 
plication.  in  carloads,  from  stations  on 
the  TP&W  Railroad  in  Illinois  territory, 
to  points  in  southern  territory  . 

Grounds  for  relief:  Carrier  competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariff:  Supplement  13  to  Illinois 
Freight  Association.  Agent,  tariff  I.C.C. 
1018. 

By  the  Commissiem. 

[SEAL]  Harold  D.  McCoy, 

Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  63-7870;  Piled.  July  26,  1963; 
8:52  am.] 
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